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HELSINKI COMMISSION HEARINGS ON FIFTH
ANNIVERSARY OF FORMATION OF UKRAINI-
AN HELSINKI GROUP

MONDAY, NOVEMBER 16, 1981

House oF REPRESENTATIVES,
ComMISSION ON SECURITY AND COOPERATION IN EUROPE,
Washington, D.C.

The Commission met, pursuant to notice, at 8 p.m. in room 2322,
Rayburn House Office Building, The Honorable Dante B. Fascell
(Chairman of the Commission) presiding.

Mr. FasceLL. The Commission will come to order. I'm delighted
to welcome all of you, witnesses, guests and media, here today to
this open meeting of the Commission on Security and Cooperation
in Europe.

We are meeting today to pay public tribute to the numerous im-
portant contributions to the Helsinki process of the Ukrainian Hel-
sinki Monitoring Group.

Five years ago, on November 9, 1976, 10 brave men and women
in Kiev organized a citizens’ group to examine how the Soviet Gov-
ernment was living up to its Helsinki human rights pledges. Trag-
ically, however, far from greeting this new civic endeavor, the
Kremlin, in a savage campaign of official reprisal, singled out the
Ukrainian Helsinki Group for especially harsh treatment. Today,
30 group activists are in Soviet camps, prisons, and places of exile.

For the Kremlin, Ukraine has always been a source of anxiety
due to strong nationalist feeling among the 40 million Ukrainians,
and to popular adherence to the two Ukrainian national churches,
the Ukrainian Catholic and the Ukrainian Orthodox, which are
banned by the Soviet Government. One indication of such official
mistrust is that Ukrainians compromise about half of the political
prisoners in the Soviet Union.

Since August 1980, Polish unrest has provided the Kremlin with
yet another reason for harsh reaction to dissent in Ukraine. De-
spite official repression however, the work of the Ukrainian Helsin-
ki Group continues: Ukrainian prisoners have formed a Helsinki
Group in the camps and Ukrainian activists who are now in the
west established the External Representation of the Ukrainian
Helsinki Group to publish information bulletins on the situation in
Ukraine.

We are fortunate to have with us today four witnesses to provide
us with expert testimony on Ukraine and the Helsinki process. The
fate of our witnesses also gives an insight into the radically differ-
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ent ways in which our Government and that of the Soviet Union
has reacted to citizen interest in the Helsinki process. Mr. Ritter.

Mr. Rirrer. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I would like to commend
you for your long-standing interest in this most important matter.

I think Ukraine stands out in the Soviet Union as being the larg-
est of the nations that are subsumed under Soviet power. It is a
'very dynamic nation. Its people are extremely creative. And I
wonder, had Ukraine a greater amount of freedom would that hurt
the Soviet Union or would it indeed add to the ability of that coun-
try to solve its own problems, economic, and agricultural?

We witness here today an extremely powerful irony. Sitting in
our midst with a tape recorder on is a representative of the Tass
News Agency, Alexander Liutyi. Alexander Liutyi is sitting here
with complete freedom to listen, take notes, and record everything
that goes on here today. This information he can bring back to his
Soviet Embassy hierarchy and study what was said here, and then
bring it back into the system through the wonderful channels that
they enjoy, the channels of communication such as the KGB and
the GRU. '

Mr. Liutyi is smiling at this moment. I wonder if he would be
smiling if he had had the faith to be a member of the Ukrainian
Helsinki Group. I wonder if he would be smiling or if he would be
holding a tape recorder in a Soviet meeting, a hearing on the Hel-
sinki Commission’s activities, whether or not in the Soviet Union
today they are holding public hearings on the accomplishments of
Helsinki. Think about it, Mr. Liutyi and take that message back to
your superiors, please.

I'd like to do what I consider great honor and introduce a gentle-
man who needs no introduction, a gentleman who is named Maj.
Gen. Pyotr Grigorenko. Major General Grigorenko, a highly deco-
rated veteran of World War II, abandoned his prestigious position
in Soviet society to struggle for human rights in the Soviet Union.
After spending 4 years in psychiatric institutions as punishment
for his activities, General Grigorenko was allowed to travel to the
West for medical treatment during which time his citizenship was
revoked by the Soviet Union.

I wonder if there has ever been any open hearings in the Soviet
Union on their use of the wonderous techniques of psychiatric im-
prisonment for dissidents.

Accompanying General Grigorenko and reading his statement in
English is Ms. Christina Isajiw, coordinator of the Human Rights
Division of the World Congress of Free Ukrainians.

General Grigorenko’s testimony will be translated by Mr. Andrij
Karkov of Smoloskyp. General Grigorenko. -

Mr. FasceLL. While the general is coming up, let me ask my col-
league, Mrs. Fenwick, for some opening remarks on this hearing
commemorating the Ukrainian Helsinki Monitoring Group.

Mrs. FENwick. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I would not want to
delay the testimony of this witness. I can remember writing many
years ago asking for his release and to see him here is a great com-
fort to all of us. We welcome you, general, we welcome you. Thank
you for coming.
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STATEMENT OF MAJ. GEN. PYOTR GRIGORENKO, FOUNDING
MEMBER, MOSCOW AND UKRAINIAN HELSINKI GROUPS

General GRIGORENKO [through translator]. Mr. Chairman, Mem-
bers of Congress, cherished guests. November 9 marks the fifth an-
niversary of the Ukrainian Helsinki Monitoring Group. By this
time, the Moscow ‘Helsinki Group had been functioning for six
months and had already accumulated some experience and earned
international recognition. From the very beginning the Moscow
Helsinki Group gave decisive support to its newlyborn ally.

Resolute support from the Moscow Group eased the beginning for
its Ukrainian counterpart, although specifically Ukrainian prob-
lems could only be addressed by the Ukrainian Helsinki Group.
Such problems were formidable, originating in centuries of living
without an independent Ukrainian state. The last attempts to es-
tablish an independent Ukrainian state had been defeated in the
1920’s. The subsequent decisive Bolshevik victory in the civil war
completely crushed the prerevolutionary Ukrainian national cadre
who were either demoralized and separated, destroyed or forced to
emigrate.

The separate Soviet Ukrainian state did not last long. Having
liquidated the Ukrainian Soviet intelligentsia as well as.the party
and government cadre, the All-Russian Communist Party (Bolshe-
viks), headed by Stalin abolished all sovereign rights of Ukraine.
Today’s so-called Ukrainian Soviet Republic is nothing more than a
bureaucratic hierarchy of overseers who are deprived of the most
elementary rights. Ukrainians suffered tremendous losses during
the holocaust of the dispossession of the property of the so-called
kulaks (the only producing farmers of the time), artificial famine of
the 1930’s, the pre-war Stalinist terror of the 1930’s and 1940’s, the
war with Nazi Germany and suppression of the Ukrainian
independence movement by both the German and Soviet armies.
All these events inflicted losses of at least 17 million human lives:
Every fourth Ukrainian died.

One can imagine the horror that gripped the Ukrainian people
after such repressions if to bring defeat of a rebellious army unit
one must execute every tenth man. Gripped with fear, the people
of Ukraine lost any ability to organize in the face of additional
harsh reprisals from the government.

Abhorrent illegal methods are used by the Soviet authorities.
Unidentified hooligans raid homes of the group members—such as
Mykola Rudenko and Oksana Meshko—and dissidents are sum-
moned to KGB for warnings. During house searches the following
materials are confiscated: Manuscripts and books; paper and
carbon paper; typewriters; photos; cameras; tape recorders with re-
cordings and unused tapes; newspaper, magazine and book clip-
pings; money, and saving books; various documents, including trial
transcripts; copies of complaints and correspondence with various
party, state, court and investigatory agencies. In fact, those were
not searches but legalized robberies; after such searches, families
were left with no money for groceries. Obviously, Ukrainian Hel-
sinki Group.members, their relatives and friends were fired from
their jobs.
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After the Belgrade CSCE Conference, arrests increased. In view
of Western unwillingness to risk Soviet-Western relations as a
result of treatment of Soviet dissidents, Soviet leaders started an
open punitive campaign. Numerous arrests were made during,
before and after the Olympics and Madrid Conference, 1979-80.
Two years earlier, in 1977-78, only five members of the Ukrainian
Helsinki Group were arrested: Rudenko, Tikhy, Marynovytch, Ma-
tusevytch, Lukyanenko, Petro Vins and losif Zisels; in 1979-80,
however, 16 members of the Ukrainian Helsinki Group were ar-
rested: Berdnik, Ovsienko, Sichko, Litvin, Gorbal, Striltsiv, Rozum-
nyi, Kalinychenko, Lesiv, Geiko-Matusevych, Krasivsky, Chornovil,
Sokulsky, Stus, Meshko, were imprisoned. The Ukrainian Helsinki
Group withstood these blows only due to steady inflow of 19 new
members. A Helsinki group was organized in a labor camp, with a
nine-member Ukrainian section.
~ Absolute arbitrariness reigned in courts of the country; no at-

tempt was made to conduct an investigation or to vertify the infor-
mation compiled by the Ukrainian Helsinki Group. Instead, the
main purpose of the trials was to restrict information within the
bounds of the courtroom. Therefore, trials took place far from
urban centers and only KGB agents were admitted as spectators.

A favorite new tactic of the Soviet authorities now is to accuse a
political dissenter in criminal acts. Such cases are created easily.
Here is just one example: Dissident Alexander Feldman had been
convicted as a “malicious hooligan.” What was the corpus delicti of
the “crime”? On his way home Feldman met a girl standing in a
lobby of his apartment house. She was holding an unwrapped cake
in her hand. As soon as the girl saw Feldman, she screamed and
dropped the cake at his feet. Two men in militia uniforms came
running up. A captain and his driver “happened”’ to pass by in a
car and heard the girl screaming, Feldman was detained and con-
victed. Although the girl could not explain what she was doing in
Feldman’s house, he was sentenced to 5 years of labor camp, even
though it was later learned that the girl was a police lieutenant
and served in the same unit as both of her witnesses.

Nevertheless, Feldman was lucky: after his release, he emigrated
to Israel. He might, however, never have gotten out; while in camp
Feldman was assaulted and heavily wounded in the head. The Hel-
sinki Group publicized this incident, but the authorities didn’t
react.

Similar false charges which denigrate personal pride and dignity
were brought against 7 out of 25 convicted members of the group:
Vasyl Ovsienko, Petro Rozumnyi, Vyacheslav Chornovil, Mykola
Gorbal, Vasjl Striltsiv, Yaroslav Lesiv, Petro Vins.

Vyacheslav Chornovil in his letter from labor camp to the Pre-
sidium of the CPSU 26th Congress wrote: “I, with all the other par-
ticipants in the Helsinki movement, are not a victim of a judicial
error. We are victims of internal terrorism. I have every reason to
consider myself a hostage of Politburo, since my imprisonment is
not determined by some fictitious verdict, but by the domestic and
international situation, to a considerable extent as a result of
CPSU policy.”

False verdicts are not the main goal of the Soviet Government. It
consistently is conducting a policy of physical extermination of the
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opposition. That is why the young and healthy are being killed
with new sentences. For instance, Mustafa Dzhamilev is finishing
his 14th year in prison on his sixth sentence. Reshat Dzhamilev,
another participant in the national movement of the Crimean Tar-
tars, and Genrikh Altunyan, military engineer and a former pro-
fessor of a military academy, are also serving their second terms.
Older prisoners, exhausted by long prison terms and diseases, are
sent to special regime camps where they live on the verge of
hunger and see no sunlight.

Tykhy, Lukyanenko, Kalenychenko, Sokulsky, Stus, Kandyba,
Berdnyk were sent to such a camp. Only Berdnyk has a 6-year sen-
tence, whereas others are sentenced to a maximum term of 10
years. .

Chornovil concluded his open letter with the following words:

Having served for 20 years legal opposition to the CPSU social and national poli-
tics with a tremendous ordeal behind me, I have found myself an outlaw imprisoned
for life. Under the circumstances, I see no alternative but to struggle for my release
and emigration from the USSR, since here there is not a slightest possibility for my
literary and political activity.

Unfortunately, there is not much hope for emigration for Chor-
novil, Kandyba, Svetlichnyy, Sergienko and Shumuk and many
other terrorized dissidents who would also like to emigrate. They
are not allowed to leave the country; there are only two choices for
them: either to die in prison, or “recant” spending their lives in
sub?iervience to the government, running the treacherous KGB er-
rands.

Early on the Ukrainian Helsinki Group discovered cases of crimi-
nal abuse of psychiatry by the Soviets. After 4 years of investiga-
tion by the Working Commission for Investigation of Abuses of Psy-
chiatry for Political Purposes, after arrival in the West of psychia-
trist M. Voikhanskaya, poet N. Gorbanevskaya, worker V. Borisov,
mathematician L. Plushch, Gen. P. Grigorenko, worker B. Fainberg
and psychiatrist-consultant of the Working Commission, Dr. A. Vo-
loshanovich, there is little doubt that the Soviet Union extensively
has used psychiatric terror against dissidents.

Four years ago, even though dissidents doubted correctness of
such information, the Ukrainian Helsinki Group documented such
abuse, corroborated by Kiev psychiatrist, Semyon Gluzman, and
Working Commission consultant, Anatoly Koryagin, from Kharkov.

Although psychiatric terror has been exposed, it has not stopped.
Anatoly Lupinos and losip Terelya still serve long terms of psychi-
atric prison confinement. Absolutely healthy mining engineer from
Donbass, Aleksey Nikitin has been diagnosed as not responsible for
his actions and sent to the horrifying Dnepropetrovsk pecial Psy-
chiatric Prison. Unknown dissidents, especially those from remote
areas, suffer even more since they are isolated in psychiatric pris-
ons via the psychiatric dispensary system.

The persecution of political prisoners’ families is intensifying, al-
though their situation has never been easy. Earlier, they had been
fired from jobs, expelled from schools, denied propiska (residence
permit) to force them to move to places unsuitable for living. Now
family members are arrested and convicted on charges brought
against their relatives, who were convicted earlier. In Kiev, Mykola
Matusevich’s wife, Olga Geiko, was arrested. In Dolin, Ivano-Fran-
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kovsk region (Ukraine), three members of the Sichko family,
(father and his two sons) were arrested. In Moscow, imprisoned dis-
sident Sergei Kovalev’s son, Ivan, and his son’s wife, Tatyana Osi-
pova, were arrested. This year, Ukrainian Helsinki Group leader,
Mykola Rudenko’s wife, Raisa Rudenko, was arrested; her reward
for dedication to her husband’s ideals.

From the first days of Rudenko’s imprisonment, the Soviets have
been trying to extort a recantation from him in exchange for free-
dom. It is very important for the Soviets to destroy the spiritual
foundation of Rudenko’s group. Rudenko, however, is steadfast in
his struggle for human dignity and for his life’s cause. Raisa has
always been his moral support in the struggle against arbitrari-
ness.

According to the latest information, Raisa Rudenko was tried in
absolute secrecy in September 1981. She was charged with “anti-
Soviet propaganda’” and confined to 5 years of strict regime camp
and 5 years 1n exile. What a mockery of justice: Raisa tried to tell
the truth about her husband, to defend him; therefore she was
charged with anti-Soviet propaganda and imprisoned for 10 years.

Let me conclude. The KGB has gained a clear victory. All an-
nounced members of the Ukrainian Helsinki Group are in graves,
prisons. camps, places of exile, psychiatric prisons or in emigration.
I have appended further information about this situation. Only sev-
eral members who did not publicize their names are still at liberty.
The KGB has isolated anyone whom they suspect could reactivate
the Ukrainian Helsinki Group; and warned not to announce mem-
bership since they would immediatly be arrested and sentenced.
This is the KGB “victory.”

And yet the government also has suffered a formidable defeat.
No one in the Ukrainian Helsinki Group has pleaded guilty or
written a letter of repentence. No one has even appealed for a
pardon (with “repentence”).

Even under these difficult conditions—typical for Ukraine—in-
formation from the Ukrainian Helsinki Group has reached the
people. A stream of letters from all over Ukraine began. The
group’s permanent correspondents were very brave. New members
joined the group during its most difficult days.

Here are some figures:

Ten men and women founded the Ukrainian Helsinki Group.
Now there are 34 Group members in camps, prisons, exile, psychi-
atric Prisons and in emigration. So, over a 5-year period, the
Group’s membership tripled. There are also, however, unacknow-
ledged members who are not broken and who haven’t gone under-
ground. These people still believe in the basic principles of the Hel-
sinki movement: no underground, no terror, only the truth. And
the truth requires legality, strict adherence to the facts, an open
defense of human rights in the struggle for freedom and the right
for Ukrainian national independence.

We know one must act together to defend Helsinki ideals. We
need international cooperation. The first such step should be ac-
ceptance by Helsinki, signatories of a “Declaration of Right to Con-
trol the Fulfillment by Governments the Resolutions of the Helsin-
ki Final Act and the Inadmissibility of Criminal and Administra-
tive Persecution for it” (appendix 4, project Declaration). Accept-




7

ance of this declaration, even without the Soviet Union and her
satellites, might be a powerful propoganda weapon for dissidents
and free countries and could create a favorable moral climate for
development of the Helsinki movement.

The Ukrainian Public Group to promote the Implementation of
Helsinki Accords, at the suggestion of several of its imprisoned
founding members, has proposed a long-term international cam-
paign: “For Peace Via Unconditional Fulfillment of Helsinki Ac-
cords.” The first step, of this campaign would be gaining the re-
lease of all imprisoned participants of the Helsinki movement and
the proclaimation of a declaration of the right of public control
over government implementation of the Helsinki Final Act.

[Written statement of Maj. Gen. Grigorenko follows:]




WRITTEN STATEMENT SUBMITTED BY MAJ. GEN. GRIGORENKO

PIVE YEARS OF CIVIC COURAGE

(Statement of the External Representation of the Ukrainian
Helsinki Group on the Occasion of the Fifth Anniversary of
the Formation of the Ukrainian Helsinki Group)

On November 9 of this year the Ukrainian Public Group To Promote
the Implementation of the Helsinki Accords (the Ukrainian Helsinki

Group) marked the fifth anniversary of its creation.

1. Th rmat of t rou

The Ukrainian Helsinki Group came into being half a year
after the formation of the Moscow Helsinki Group. This fact
enabled it to take advantage of the experience gained by the
Moscow Group. As a member of the Moscow chapter of Amnesty Inter-
national, the founder of the Ukrainian Helsinki Group -- the
prominent Ukrainian poet and philosopher Mykola Rudenko -- also
had considerable experience in the defense of human rights. As
he set about organizing the Ukrainian Helsinki Group, M. Rudenko
thoroughly studied the work of the Moscow Group, consulting fre-
quently with Yuri Orlov, Valentin Turchin, Petro Grigorenko and
other members of the Moscow group, as well as with Academician
Andrei Sakharov. Not only did M. Rudenko observe the way in which
the Moscow gro;p conducted its activitiea, but he participated
in this group's work. This, as well as the unqualified support
enjoyed by the Moscow Group, which had by this time gained con-
siderable international prestige, helped the Ukrainian Helsinki
Group to gain in strength.




These, however, were the only favorable circumstances. Soon,
as was expected, all sorts of difficulties arose, and there was
no one to turn to for help in overcoming them. These difficulties
resulted from the fact that the Ukrainian people had not enjoyed
national sovereignty for centuries. Attempts to create an inde-
pendent state in 1917-1920 proved unsuccessful. The Bolshevik
victory in the civil war resulted in the defeat of the pre-revolu-
tionary national cadres: some were physically liquidated, others
emigrated. Those who remained in their homeland were demoralized
and divided. Soviet Ukrainian statehood was of short duration.
The All-Union Communist Party (of Bolsheviks) headed by Stalin
exterminated the Ukrainian national intelligentsia, party and
econoﬁic cadres, abolished all of Ukraine's sovereign autonomous
rights. The so-called Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic of
today is no more than a bureaucratic hierarchy of overseers over
a people wholly deprived of its rights. Moreover, thiavpeople
is disorganized and lives in a state of perpetual fear. Our
nation has suffered collosal losses: the ruthless mass extermina-
tion during the so-called “dekulakization®, the artificial famine
at the beginning of the thirties, the Stalinist terror of the
1930s and 1940s, the war with Nazi Germany, the suppression of
the Ukrainian liberation movement by Nazl German and Soviet armies
cost the Ukrainian nation no less than 17 million lives. Every
fourth inhabitant of Ukraine perished. One can imagine the terror
that gripped the entire Ukrainian nation as a result of such
tribulations, if one takes into account that it is enough to shoot

every tenth man in a rebellious army unit in order to bring it
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to submission. Gripped with fear, the people lost their ability
to organize. In Ukraine, just as in the entire Soviet state,
there are only organized pens, into which human beings are herded
like cattle, the more easily to be supervised. Only a very few
are able to break out of these pens and organize themselves into
groups without permission from the overseers of the bureaucratic
state. Espeéia}ly since soclety is ﬁeriodically purged of such
daredevils. The last purges in Ukraine, to which the new genera-
tion of the Ukrainian intelligentsia was subjected, were carried
out not long before the formation of the Ukrainian Helsinki Group
(see Supplement 1). The population still feels the effects of
this purge. Some became inactive. The more courageous young
people, however, continued to be disturbed by the situation and
sought new ways to oppose repression within a legal framework.
The Helsinki movement seemed to offer a fitting form for this
activity. In these conditions, it was necessary to find several
people who would show the necessary initiative and, having organized,
would steadfastly defend their rfghts. People who would not
retreat in the face of terror, people who would not “recant",
gince any sort of "recantation” demoralizes all potential opposi-
tion, destroys faith ih the possibility of successful struggle.
It was with this in mind that Ukrainian Helsinki Group
members were selected and the group's program of activities
developed. In its very first document, the group emphasized
that it was not a political organization, that it was a legal
organization, whose goal it was to defend humap rights. The
group's declaration stated: ~In its activities, the group is

guided not by political, but by humgnitarian and legal motives."
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"The group considers its main task to be to bring to the attention
of the governments of states that signed the Helsinkl Accords and
of the world public the violations on the territory of Ukraine

of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights and the humanitarian
articles approved by the Helsinki Conference.” Appended to this
declaration was a complete 1list of group members and their home
addresses. Thus, the group did not represent anything illegal

or dangerous to the state. Everything was in accordance with the
law and in the interests of the people. But these steps had been
taken on the initiative of individuals without permission of the
party or the government. This the authorities deemed dangerous.
This they could not allow. Since, however, thgre was no basis
for an open prohibition, the government was forced to wage an

undeclared war on the group.

2, The Beginning of War

Immediately after the formation of the Ukrainian Helsinki
Group was announced, during the nlght of November 9-10, a gang
of “unknown" thugs staged an attack on the apartment of Mykola
Rudenko. Rocks and pieces of brick flew in through the windows,
the glass panes shattered, the walls shook. The apartment
remained “under fire* for nearly a half hour. A brick fragment
injured the hand of then 70-year old Oksana Meshko, one of the
two womeﬁ in the apartment at the time of thg attack. Summoned
by telephone, the militia showed no haste in arriving, and, once
there, reacted to the situation with placid indifference.
Predictably, the attackers were never found. This beginning

augured little good.
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Soon the KGB began summoning the group's founding members
and issuing warnings to them. The illegality of such summons is
not in question. Soviet law does not prohibit the formation of
humanitarian organizations. However, without burdening itself
with the need to present evidence, the KGB pronounced the given
group to be anti-Soviet. Hence, the KGB announced, if any indi-
vidual who had been issued a warning did not leave the group, he
would be arrested. Failure to obey the KGB's orders would be
viewed by the court as a circumstance that aggravates the guilt
of the party in question. Not a single member of the group
subscribed to this interpretation of the law, and no one left
off working in defense of human rights.

The beginning of December ushered in the first searches
and confiscations. Among the things taken were typewritten
texts, books, plain and carbon paper, typewriters, photographs
and cameras, tape recorders, tapes and unused tape cassettes,
clippings and copied passages from newspapers, magazines and
books (including Soviet publications). money (cash and savings
books), various documents that included earlier court verdicts,
copies of complaints and statements addressed to various party,
gtate, judicial and investigatory institutions, replies to
these and so forth. In fact, these were not legal searches, but
robberies., After a search, a family would be left without means
to buy bread. Group members and people close to the group were
dismissed from their jobs.

The first arrests were made at the beginning of February --

Pebruary 4 and 5. The leader of the Ukrainian Helsinki Group
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Mykola Rudenke and one of the group's most active members, Oleksa
Tykhy, were arrested. During the searches in their apartments,
attempts were made to plant foreign currency and pornographic
materiqls at M. Rudenko's home, and weapons at O. Tykhy's. 1In
both cases the attempted frame-ups failed, but they put everyone
on alert. It was evident that the authorities were preparing

a harsh campaign of reprisals.

What could the Ukrainian Helsinki Group and its members
do to counter this campaign? How could they respond to the brutal
war waged against them by the authoritgea? Only with determina-
tion to continue defending human rights and the articles of the
Helsinki Pinal Act by exposing the violations of this act, with
wide publicity, personal courage and an uncompromising stand.

The difficulties and dangers that threatened at every step did

not deter the group. Its documents in defense of human rights
followed one upon another, Frequently, the same work had to be
repeated, because .the group's documents were intercepted by the

KGB and the militia during house ;earches and the surprise personal
searches to which they subjected group members and people close

to the group on the streets of Kiev and in other cities. In

this way some documents were lost and it proved impossible to
reconstruct them.

The repressions grew worse. Attacks by "unknown* hoollgahs
began occurring with increasing frequency. Group member Petro
Vins was severely beaten on two occasions. Marko Bilorusets was
beaten each time he tried to visit any of his friends who were

involved in the defense of human rights. An armed attack was made

90-951 0 - B2 - 2
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on the apartment of group member Oksana Meshko, and the 70-year old

woman was forced to flee for.her life to her neighbors. Mysterious

deaths began occurring once again. The murder of the artist

V. Kondratyshyn was added to unsolved murders of artists V. Paletsky
and Alla Horska. The mysterious deaths continued in the years

that followed. A priest named Gorgula and his wife were killed

in their house and the house was set on fire. The writer Heliy
Snyehiryov was tortured to death in the KGB's torture chambers.

The body of the popular Ukrainian composer Volodymyr Ivasyuk was
found hanging from a tree,bearing traces of torture. He was last
seen alive getting into a KGB car accompanied by two husky and
physically well trained stalwarts. Group member Mykhaylo Melnyk,

a historian, committed suicide in the village of Pohreby near Kiev,
harrassed beyond endurance by the unrelenting persecution of the
authorities. He had been dismissed from work in his profession
and refused other employment; thereupon, he was threatened -

with charges of "parasitism* and terrorized by searches., After

an especially humiliating search on March 6, 1979, during which
his entire scholarly archive (15 files) was confiscated, Melnyk
could bear no more and killed himself. The suicide of one of the
most active participants in the formation of the Ukrainian National
Front, Ivan Mandryka, was simulated in Ivano-Frankivsk, where he
had been detained by the procurator’'s office. Many group members
received threats by telephone, in which the danger they faced

was underscored by mentions of beatings and murders. Someone was
trying to instill terror and a sense of helplessness in the hearts

of group members.
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Nonetheless, the group continued to function. Its activities
were becoming ever more widely known. Letters were arriving
from all parts of Ukraine and even from other areas of the Soviet
Union. The number of letters grew. Group members were visited
by individuals from near and far who came to tell them personally
about violations of human rights and to ask their advice. In
response tﬁ this, the authorities increased the number of arrests
and stepped up judicial-terror. Two more group members were arrested
in April 1977: Mykola Matusevych and Myroslav Marynovych. Lev
Lukyanenko was arrested at the end of the same year. There were
even more arrests after the Belgrade Conference. Once they realized
that the delegations of Western states were not about to gpoil
relations with the USSR on account of some dissidents, the Soviet
authorities put the punitive apparatus in full gear. The arrests
of the Helsinki monitors became especially widespread during the
pre-Olympic and Olympic Games period and the Madrid Conference years
(1979-80), While before this period (1977-78) only 7 members of the
Ukrainian Helsinki Group had beeﬂ arrested (M. Rudenko, O. Tykhy,
M. Marynovych, M. Matusevych, L. Lukyanenko, P. Vins and Y. Zisels),
in 1979-80 the number of arrests rose to 16: 0. Berdnyk, V. Ovsiyenko
P. Sichko, V. Sichko, Yu. Lytvyn, M. Horbal, V. Striltsiv, P. Ro-
zumny, V. Kalynychenko, Ya., Lesiv, 0. Heyko~Matusevych, Z. Krasivsky,
v. Chornovil, I. Sokulsky, V. Stus, 0. Meshko. The Ukrainian
Helsinki Group was able to withstand a blow of this magnitude only
thanks to the unbroken stream of new members Joining the group.
Nineteen new members'joined the group during these years and a
Helsinki group was formed in the prison camps, with a 9-member

Ukrainian section.
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3. The Arbitrary Rule of the Courts

It is widely known that there is no justice in the political
trials conducted by Soviet courts. Anyone arrested by the KGB
will automatically be convicted. And not because the KGB corro-
borates the charges with irrefutable facts. On the contrary,
.the cases conducted by the KGB contain no facts whatsoever. The
Helsinki monitors were mainly tried on charges of "anti-Soviet
propaganda” and "disseminating fabrications known to be false
which defame the Soviet state and social system."” During the
_five_years of its existence, the Ukrainian Helsinki Group has
circulated hundreds of human rights documents, and not a single
one of these contains a fact that has not been authenticated
by the group. On the other hand, not a single fact has been
checke& even one-sidedly by the government, or a party commission
or inspection. Despite this, the group documents examined in
trials were classified as slandergus, even though by the very
nature of many of them, the court was not competent to evaluate
them.

But could the courts have acted differently? After all,
these were not real courts. Only people approved by the KGB
may participate in a political trial. This applies to the
judges, the people's assessors, the attorneys. Moreover, only
those who are williné to execute any KGB order, even those that
directly contradict the law, are appointed judges and prosecu%ors.
In the course of the frial. these dishonorable and unscrupulous
individuals are not concerned with establishing the truth, but

solely with preventing some false accusation from unravelling.
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Even if the defense counsel happens by some accident to be a man
of principle, he cannot Singlehandedly change the pre-arranged
course of the trial. Moreover, since he has to function under
the KGB's Damoclean sword of ruthless punishment should he dare
to present an uncompromised defense. Nor can the people's asses-
sors do anything, especially as these roles are assigned to
individuals who are politically ignorant, cowardly and servile
to the authorities. 4

But, even given the composition of the trial participants,
it is impossible to mask the crude fabrications to which they
are forced to resort in order to hand down their unjust verdicts.
They are forced to resort to gross violations of both international
and Soviet laws. The poet Vasyl Stus, for exémple. was denied
the right to deliver a final statement at his trial. The court
ignored V. Stus's claim that he had. been subjeéted to physical
torture. The judge's only concern was to hand down the maximum
sentence for a wholly unfounded and obviously false charge. The
crude and obvious violations of law are the Achilles’' heel of every
political trial. By exposing these violations, the group pilloried
the court on each occasion. And so the courts began to "hide”
and “flee” from objective audiences. The court rooms are now
packed in advance with audiences handpicked by the KGB. This allows
them to tell the relatives and friends of the defendant that "there
are no vacant seats in the room.” Trials are now being held,
contrary to the law, not in the places where the “crimes” were

allegedly committed and not "where the majority of witnesses reside, "
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but as far as possible from the place of residence of the defen-
dants, in areas far from administrative and cultural centers, in
villages and small towns, where no one knows the defendants.
Consequently, all sorts of rumors can be spread about the de-
fendant. In such places the militia knows everybody on sight
and ‘can swiftly uncover the presence of “"strangers”. At the
same time, they can order their own residents to stay away f rom
the place where the trial is held.

It is precisely for these reasons that M. Rudenko and 0.
Tykhy were not tried in Kiev, or even in Donetsk, but in the
remote mining settlement of Druzhkivka. M. Marynovych and M.
Matusevych were tried in the village of Vasylkiv. L. Lukyanenko,
who lived under militia surveillance in Chernihiv, was taken to
Hlukhiv to be tried, hundreds of kilometers from Chernihiv.
Relatives are not told the time and place of the trial, although
the law requires that this be done. It appears that in order
to maintain the secrecy of what occurs at "open” political
trials, the authorities have stopped fulfilling this legal

requirement.

4, Defend £ Human Rights Cha ‘with Criminal Offences

Still, no matter where the courts hid, no matter how they
fled out of the public eye, the Ukrainian Helsinki Group managed
to find ways to expose the unjust sentences meted out for legal
activities in defense of human rights. Growing ever more furious,-

the authorities broadened the scope of terror and resorted to
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the vilest fabrications. Frequently, instead of false political
charges, they used provocations, fabrications and false testimony
to concoct criminal cases charging the defendants with crimes

that degrade the honor and dignity of man: rape, hooliganism,
resisting the authorities, parasitism, possession of weapons.

Their reasoning was simple: since human rights activists do not
violate the law, the charges would have to be fabricated anyway .
However, the falsehood of a political charge is obvious, whereas

it is more difficult to refute a criminal charge even if all the
pieces do not fit. Some doubt always remains: “Perhaps he didn't
rape her, but they were alone together. Even he doesn't deny that."
As far as fabrication goes, it is much easier to fabricate criminal
charges under Soviet conditions than political ones. Consider the
following examples.

Ukrainian Helsinki Group member Oksana Meshko came to visit
the teacher Vasyl Ovsiyenko, another group member, in the village
of Lenino in Zhytomyr Oblast. Ovsiyenko was immediately summoned
to the village soviet. Waiting for him there were the district
militiaman and the chairman of the village soviet. They asked
him who had come to visit him and for what purpose. Ovsiyenko
replied that an acquaintance had come to visit him. Should she
decide to stay a few days, he would report this in the time pre-
scribed by law. So far, he added, the;e was>nothing to talk about.
The militiaman did not like Ovsiyenko's answer and grabbed him by
the throat. Ovsiyenko screamed. The two women who had accompanied

him to the village soviet ran into the room. One of them was
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Oksana Meshko. The militiaman let Ovsiyenko go and ordered the
women to leave. After they left, he wrote up a report that Vasyl
Ovsiyenko had offered him resistance. On the basis of this report
and the "evidence" of the village soviet chairman, the court sentenced
Vasyl Ovsiyenko to 3 _years of imprisonment in a strict regime camp.
The court refused to hear the testimony of Oksana Meshko and the
other woman and rejected their written depositions. Another group
member, Yuriy Lytvyn, committed a similar "crime". The verdict was
jdentical: 3 vears in a strict regime camp.

Following is yet another example of a *eriminal offence."”

A search was conducted at the home of group member Petro Rozumny,
a school teacher. Unable to find materials that could be used
to fabricate charges of "anti-Soviet propaganda" or "glander"”
they confiscated...a hunting knife. P. Rozumny was sentenced

to 3 vears in a general regime camp for the possession of this
"weapon."

Equally "well-founded” were the charges of attempted rape
preferred against the talented Ukrainian journalist Vyacheslav
Chornovil and music teacher Mykola Horbal. They were tried in
different parts of the Soviet Union. V. Chornovil stood trial
in Yakutiya, M. Horbal in Kiev, but both were given the same
sentence: § years of strict regime camps.

False charges of crimes that degrade human dignity and
honor also served as the basis for the conviction of other

group members: Vasyl Striltsiv, Yaroslav Lesiv, Petro Vins.
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Thus 30% of the total number of convicted group members (8 out of
25) were convicted on fabricated charges of criminal offences.
These were not legal errors.

In his letter from the prison camp to the 26th Congress of
the CPSU, Vyacheslav Chornovil writes in connection with his last
convictions “I, like my colleagues in the Helsinki movement, am
not a victim of judicial error. We are the victims of internal
acts of terrorism. I have every basis to regard myself as a
hostage of the Politburo of the Central Committee of the CPSU,
gince my imprisonment is actually dictated not by some sort of
fietitious verdiets, but by the domestic and international situa-
tion that has evolved to a large degree as a result of the
policies of CPSU leaders."

The invasion of Afghanistan by Soviet troops and the con-
tinued aggressive course of Soviet foreign policy will inevitably
lead to new pdrges of Soviet society and to more widespread and
harsher repressions. The Helsink@ movement-and its accompanying
national movement evoke particular fury among the authorities.

A policy of open genocide is being applied to the members of

this movement.

. The Policy of Physically Exterminating the O osition
This is not a new policy. Both prisoners of war and members
of the insurgent movement in Ukraine who voluntarily laid down
their arms and surrendered to the authorities were physically
exterminated. Some were shot, others were convicted to incon-

ceivably long terms of imprisonment and perished in concentration




camps. Those who were fortunate enough to survive and complete
their full terms are being convicted and imprisoned anew. For
example, the rebel Danylo Shumuk, a man of brilliant intellect,

a humanist and a lover of truth, a man whose sole weapon is the
word, is now in his 35th year of imprisonment. During the entire
period of his insurgent activity, he did not fire avsingle shot,
not even his personal weapon (a pistol), not even in a practice
target session. It will soon be 30 years since Yuriy Shukhevych,
D. Shumuk's campmate, was imprisoned. He was never a member of
the insurgent movement. His father commanded the Ukrainian In-
surgent Army when Yuriy Shukhevych was a small boy. His father
was killed, and the boy was imprisoned. He has been convicted
three times, each time to a 10-year term, solely for refusing

to denounce his father.

And here is a third example:s Bohdan Chuyko, a 62-year old
invalid, barely able to move abéut. No sooner did he complete
his term of exile under his second conviction (he spent 16 years
in the camps), when he was sentenced for the third time on the
absurd charge of “stealing state property through fraud." He
had been receiving a miserly pension granted him by the Irkutsk
City Court, which had entered into his work record the 7 years
that he had spent working on a railroad construction project
while he was a camp inmate. The charge may be absurd, but there
is 1little humor in it for B. Chuyko. For an invalid in his
serious condition, 6 years in a strict regime camp is tantamount

to a death sentence.
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The same kind of policy of physical extermination is applied
to the human rights activists. The convietion to 12 years of
camps and exile of Mykola Rudenko, a 56-year old seriously dis-
abled invalid of the Second World War, indicates an undisguised
expectation that he will die in captivity. The same holds true
for his gravely ill 50-year old friend, Oleksa Tykhy. Ten years
in a special regime camp is also as good as a death sentence.
Sending prisoners to special regime camps is the same as deli-
berately sentencing them to death. Incarceration in these camps
meansliving on a starvation diet without fresh fruit or vegetables,
without meat or milk. It means exhausting labor in unsanitary
conditions. It means living in cells. And there is yet another
terrible condition. Everything in these camps is designed to ensure
that the prisoner does not see the sun for 10 years. The windows
of each cell face north, and the syn never enters thé windows
of the work cells while the prisoners are inside. And it is to
camps like this that 7 of the 25 arrested members of the Ukrainian
Helsinki Group have been sent. Moreover, it is the oldest and the
most ill individuals that have been sent to such camps: 0. Tykhy,
L. Lukyanenko, V. Kalynychenko, I. Sokulsky, V. Stus, I. Kandyba
and O. Berdnyk. Of these, only O. Berdnyk received a sentence of
6 years; all the rest were given the maximum term -- 10 years.

The same hope for her death in captivity is clearly evident
in the sentence meted out to group member Oksana Meshko. Specialists
from the KGB obviously feel that 5% years in prison and exile is

an adequate term for 75-year old woman, especially one who has

already served a 10-year term in the camps of Stalin and Beria.
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Younger people are sometimes given shorter terms, but they
are immediately offered the alternative: agree to be "re-educated”
or spend the rest of your life in prisons, camps and psychiatric
hospitals. After his last conviction (to 5 years of strict regime
camps) just before his previous 9-year sentence came to an end,
Vyacheslav Chornovil was warned by the KGB that if he failed to
“calm down”, they would allow him to spend a few years among the
dregs of society, and then, without releasing him, they would
sentence him once again, this time on political charges of "slander-
ing the Soviet state" or »propaganda” fabricated on the basis of
”testimony" of these very same camp dregs.

The KGB has proved just as ruthless in other cases. Mustafa
Dzhemilev is currently completing his 14th year in imprisonment;
he is serving his 6th sentence. He has been arrested on a variety
of charges: refusal to serve in the army, "slanderous fabrications”,
parasitism, "violating the passport regulations”, and once again
for “"slanderous fabrications.” All these accusations have one
thing in common: they are all fabricated. In fact, M. Dzhemilev
is being held in captivity for his part in the human rights move-
ment and in the struggle of the Crimean Tatars for equal rights.
But this is spoken of only in the offices of the oppressors of
the people. The KGB representative who visited the camp where
M.. Dzhemilev was completing yet another term, “explained" to the
camp authorities that "Mustafa is not someone that can be released.
He can either be held in captivity, or removed to a cemetary."”

One of Mustafa Dzhemilev's fellow participants in the Crimean
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Tatar national movement, Reshat Dzhemilev, is serving his second
sentence. A second sentence (12 years of strict regime camps and
exile) was also meted out to the human rights activist Henrykh
Altunyan from Kharkiv, a former military academy lecturer and a
military engineer.

In the conclusion of his open letter, V. Chornovil writes:
"Having devoted some 20 years of my life to waging a legal struggle
against the social and nationalities policies of the CPSU, and
having suffered enormous hardships as a result, I now find myself
in the position of a permanent prisoner, placed outside the law.
Under these circumstances, I see no other alternative for myself,
but to fight for release and permission to leave the USSR, where
I have been deprived of even the minimum opportunities for literary
work and political activity.”

Unfortunately, V. Chornovil should know that there is
practically no hope for emigration, I. Kandyba, I. Svitlychny,

0. Serhiyenko, D. Shumuk and many'other human rights activists

who are being terrorized by tﬁe authorities also want to emigrat7.
But emigration from the USSR is closed to them. In fact, they
have but one alternative: to die in imprisonment or to “repent”,
i.e. agree to live their lives crawling on all fours, ingratiating
themselves with the authorities and executing the KGB's vilest
orders.

Supplement 2 contains a copy of a statement by Lev Lukyanenko
to the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR. This document
is compelling in its simplicity and hopelessness. In it, L. Lukyan-
enko tells his story and alseo describes th9 fate of Ivan Kandyba,
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a co-defendant in his first trial and his co-worker in the Ukrainian
Helsinki Group. He exposes the absolute arbitrariness that dominates
in regard to all members of the human rights movement and champions
of the national sovereignty of Ukraine. The pattern that L.
- Lukyanenko describes is seldom changed. The writers B. Antonenko-
Davydovych and N. Surovtseva are not in prison, not in a camp, and
not in a psychiatric hospifal. Since both are over B0 years old,
the decision was made to finish them off in their own homes. The
published works of both have been confiscated from libraries and
are removed during searches from private book collections. Their
literary archives have also been confiscated. They are under close
surveillance and everything they write or say is immediately taken
away. In this way, the KGB is hoping to kill not only these people
as such, but even their memory.

But some situations are even worse. A number of human rights

activists end up in psychiatric prisons.

6, The Criminal Abuse of Medicine, Especially Pgychiatry, for Political
Purposes

The Ukrainian Helsinki Group encountered the abuse of psychiatry
by the authorities in its very first days of existence. KGB officials
attempted to recruit the Kiev physician Mykhaylo Kovtunenko as their
secret agent. He refused‘and, as a result, was threatened: “If
you do not agree, things will get worse. We will find ways to make
you cooperate.” M. Kovtunenko submitted a written statement to the
group that he was awaiting arrest on some fabricated charge. Sure
enough, he was charged with bribery and arrested. But since there

were no facts to corroborate the accusation, the court decided,tq
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send M. Kovtunenko for compulsory treatment to a special (prison
type) psychiatric hospital,

Today, after some four years of investigation by the Working
Commission for the Investigation of the Use of Psychiatry for Political
Purposes, after the arrival in the West of psychiatrist M. Voykhans-
kaya, the poet N. Gorbanevskaya, the worker V. Fainberg, the mathe-
matician L. Plyushch, general P. Grigorenko, the worker V. Borisov
and the consulting psychiatrist for the Working Commission A.
Voloshanovich, few people doubt that the Soviet Union makes wide
use of psychiatric terror against human rights activists. But at
that time, even many human rights activists had a hard time believ-
ing such reports. Nevertheless, the group continued to corroborate
its evidence. Perhaps because of this the first psychiatrist to
denounce the arbitrary use of psychiatry was Semen Gluzman from
Kiev, and the last consultant of the Working Commission was Kharkiv
psychiatrist Anatoliy Koryagin. '

Psychiatric terror has been'exposed, but it has not ceased.
Such prominent Ukrainian human rights activists as Anatoliy Lupynis
and Yosyp Terelya are still in psychiatriec hospitals after many
years of confinement. A mining engineer from the Donbas, A. Nikitin,
one of the organizers of a free trade union, though absolutely
sane, has been judged mentally incompetent to stand trial and con-
fined to the infamous Dnipropetrovsk psychiatric hospital. Those
who are less well known are in a worse situation. Especially in
the provinces, They are isolated in psychiatric prisons by court

orders or without, on the instructions of psychiatric dispensaries.
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What happens to these unfortunates has been told by Viktor Borovsky
who lived thpough this in a book published in Ukrainian in New
York, entitled "The Kiss of Satan.”

Psychiatry is not the only means used. The writer Helly
Snyehiryov was tortured and murdered with the assistance of
physicians, who used their medical skills towards this end. The
Ukrainian Helsinki Group publicized this fact by publishing
H. Snyehiryov's diary, which he wrote in the torture chambers

of the KGB bearing the names of hospitals and scientific institutes.

7. The ngsgcution.of the Families of Human Rights Activists
The intensification of illegal terror against human rights

activists has now reached their families. No, Stalin's law of
December 1934 regarding the criminal accountability of family
members of "enemies of the people” has so far not been officially
restored. But the use of terror against the families of political
prisoners has never ceased. They have been dismissed from work,
expelled from institutions of higher learning, deprived of their
residence permits and thefeby forced to leave their homes of many
years, drafted into the army, threatened with deportation and arrest.
These were not empty threats. Group member M. Matusevych was con-
victed in the summer of 1978. Shortly thereafter, his wife, Olha
Heyko, was arrested for daring to take her husband‘s place in the
Ukrainian Hélsinki Group. The next blow was directed at the family
of Stefaniya and Petro Sichko. Petro Sichko and his older son,
Vasyl, joined the Ukréinian Helsinki Group. In retribution for

this family "crime”, the second son, Volodymyr Sichko, was expelled
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from Kiev University and draftetmtowf.he_' army. In protest, the
indignant youth renounced his Soviet citizenship and refused to
serve in the army. He was arrested and sentenced to 3 years of
imprisonment in a camp. Only the two women in the family remained
free -- an underage daughter and the mother, Stefaniya Sichko-
Petrash. The mother courageously toock on the struggle to abolish
the unjust sentences passed on her husband and sons. She is
being threatened with arrest.

This year it became the turn of Raissa Rudenko, the wife
of the leader of the Ukrainian Helsinki Group, Mykola Rudenko.
She is now in prison. Five months have passed since she was
placed in the strictest isolation in the torture chambers of the
KGB. This is the regime's revenge for her loyalty to her husband
and his ideals. Since the very first day of his arrest, the autho-~
rities have been trying to make Mykola Rudenko "recant" in exchange
for freedom. It is very important for the authorities to achieve
this in order to break the moral dackbone of the group he founded.
But Mykola Rudenko remains steadfast in his defense of human dignity
and the cause to which he has devoted the remainder of his life.
His wife Raissa gave him moral support in his struggle against
arbitrary rule and immorality. So this support was removed in
the hope that this would help to break the poet's resistance. Now
he can be offered two releases in exchange for only one...betrayal.
And there is no one to give him moral support to resist this tempta-
tion. According to the latest reports, Raissa Rudenko was tried
in the strictest secrecy (at the beginning of September). She was

convicted on charges of "anti-Soviet propaganda® to 5 years of

90-951 0 - 82 - 3
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strict regime camps and 5 years of exile. Her defense of her
husband, telling the truth about him, was qualified as "anti-
Soviet propaganda"!

The organs engaged in suppressing the people are growing
ever more brazen. We can expect an increase in the number of
arrests of family members. The events in Ukraine are not isolated
actions taking place on "local initiative."” The families of
political prisoners in Moscow are suffering the same fate. For
example, two members of political prisoner S. Kovalyov's family
have been arrestied and convicted: his son Ivan and Ivan's wife,
Tatiana Osipova. The KGB is hoping to turn the clock back to the-
time, so dear to its heart, when not a single living soul knew
anything about the fate of political prisoners and no one spoke

out in their defense. A vast moral desert surrounded all.

8, The Results cf the War

Let us sum up the results, The KGB has achieved a seeming
victory. All known members of the Ukrainian Helsinki Group are
either in their graves, in priscns, camps, exile, psychiatric
prisons or deported and in emigration (see Supplement 3). Only
a few group members whose names were never published remain free.
The KGB has isolated all those whom it suspects to be a"potential
reorganizor of the group. Each has been warned that if he openly
announces,his group membership, he will: be immediately arrested
and put on trial. Such is the KGB's "victory".

But the authorities have suffered a great moral defeat. Not
a single member of the group, not a single supporter of the group,

has admitted guilt or “repented”. No one has agreed even to write
an appeal for mercy (without “recanting").
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The Ukrainian Helsinki Group, working under exceptionally
difficult conditions, managed to do a great deal to expose the
huge number of violations of human rights, the humanitarian
articles of the Helsinki Final Act and the national rights of
the Ukrainian nation.
The group's words of truth, even in the unnatural conditions of
disseminating information that exist in Ukraine, reached large
masses of people. As a result, the group began receiving more
and more letters from various parts of Ukraine. The most courageous
joined the group, became its permanent correspondents. And when
the group faced its most difficult times, new members joined it.
Here are some telling figures. On the day that it was formed,
the Ukrainian Helsinki Group numbered 10 members. Today there
are 34 members. just in the camps, prisons, exile, psychiatric
hospitals and forced emigration. In the five years of its
existence, the group's membership more than tripled. There are
also members who have not made their membership public. They
did not break and did not form some sort of underground. As
before, they are loyal to the basic principles of the Helsinki
movement: no underground, no terror. We defend the truth and the
truth requires light. For this reason, we uphold legality, factual
accuracy, publicity in the defense of human rights, in the struggle
for freedom and for the right of the Ukrainian nation to independeﬁce.

The Ukrainian Helsinki Group has become a factor in the
national liberation struggle of the Ukrainian people, in their

struggle for the right of men to live freely in their own land.
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The Ukrainian Helsinki Group has also become a factor in
international 1ife. During the last five years, the Helsinki
movement has spread across Europe, the ﬁnited States and Canada.
The International Helsinki Association was founded. The activities
of the Ukrainian Helsinki Group contributed to this. This group
findé itself today in a difficult situation, but it has not been
defeated as its enemies claim. He is defeated who has lost faith
in the possibility of further struggle. And we have not lost this
faith. All the members of the group, including those who have not
yet announced their membership, those whom the public does not yet
know.'and those who are in prison, in exile, in emigration,
unanimously maintain: “"The group's existence is tantamount to
our life, our right to think, create., express our views." (See
the Group Memorandum, Fali 1979).

The Ukrainian Helsinki Group has not been defeated. It has
retreated in order to analyze its experience and to find new forms
of legal. struggle for the same ideals that are more appropriate
to the current situation.

In this struggle we count on international assistance.
Naturally, we do not think that the world public should act for
us, responding to every illegal act committed by the Soviet autho-
rities. On the contrary, we are certain that the development of
legal consciousness among our own people is our own responsibility.
It is precisely for this reason that “...we are filled with determi-
nation to bring our unequal struggle to the end, in the sincere
belief that the people’s will will sooner or later establish the
triumph of law in all spheres of thought, creativity and activity.”
{Memorandum No. 7, March 15, 1977).




33 '

But we also realize that it is impossible to defend the
Helsinki ideals while acting in isolation. International efforts
are essential. First of all, it is necessary for the countries
that signed the Helsinki Accords to adopt a "Declaration on the
Public's Right to Monitor the Compliance with the Helsinki Final
Act and the Inadmissibility of Criminal and Administrative Reprisals
for Participation in such Monitoring!

The adoption of such a declaration, even if the USSR and
the countries dependent on it refuse to sign it, will serve as
a strong propaganda weapon in the hands of human rights advocates |
and free states. It will create a favorable moral climate for the
growth of a mighty Helsinki movement.

The victory of good over evil, truth over lies, never comes
easily. But we believe that truth and righteousness will overcome.
The members of the Ukrainian Helsinki Group Oleksa Tykhy and Rev.
Vasyl Romanyuk write about the future of Ukraine as they imagine it
in a letter from their terrible special regime camp:

"Ukraine must be an independent, democratic, spiritually
rich, materially secure state, with a high level of development
of education, science and culture that are national in content,
form and essence.

“Every person, group of persons, enterprise, village and
territorial unit must be assured the.opportunity to exercise freely
and without impediment their eivil, social and political rights

to their own advantage and without harm to anyone else.
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“Ukraine must live in peace and friendship with all the
countries of this planet, exchange with all the peoples of the
world its achievements in the spheres of.material welfare, science
and culture.

*Ukraine must be able to welcome sincerely and hospitably
all citizens of all countries of the world, and her citizens must
be free to visit the countries of all continents.

"Citizens must be educated in the family, schocl, church
and society, and not in the street, concentration camp and
prison.”

The Ukrainian Helsinki Group is fighting for precisely this
kind of Ukraine. Its methods are those of legal opposition. For
this reason, the harsh, illegal and seemingly unfounded blows
which the Soviet Helsinki groups are subjected to can be explained
only by one fact. The USSR is preparing for a major aggressive
war. Only potentially aggressive governments ruthlessly suppress
opposition in their countries, disregarding all laws. For this
reason, today's Western pacifists are profoundly wrong to demend
unilateral disarmament of the West. By doing so they merely
encourage the aggressor, bring the war closer to their own doorstep.
The war can be avoided only if all the states who took part in the
Conference on Security and Cooperation in Europe strictly adhere
to the principles proclaimed there and unconditionally implement
all the Helsinki Accords.

The Ukrainian Public Group To Promote the Implementation of
the Helsinki Accords, on the recommendation of several of the group's

imprisoned founding members, proposes to conduct a lengthy inter-
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national campaign under the slogan "Peace through the unconditional
implementation of the Helsinki Accords." Within the framework of
this campaign, as its first stage, we must demand the release of
all imprisoned members of the Helsinki movement and the proclama-
tion of the declaration of the public’s right to monitor compliance
with the Helsinki Final Act.

We appeal:

-~ to the European Parliament, the governments and parliaments
of states that signed the Helsinki Final Act, and first and fore-
most, to the government of the United States,

-- to the International Helsinki Association and to human
rights defense organizations of the abovementioned countries,
and especially to the United States Helsinki Watch Group, to the
German "Menschenrechte", and to the Norwegian Helsinki Committee,

-- to trade unions, youth and women's organizations and
political parties that firmly uphold freedom, democracy and the
defense of human rights,

-= to all the honest people of Europe, Canada and the United
States:

Support our proposal with actiont

Demand that preparations for aggression ceasel

Save the world before it is too latel
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Mr. FasceLL. Thank you very much. It is indeed a sad and tragic
tale, but it is also a tribute to courage and determination.

I would like to ask the general, what is his assessxﬁ%ht of the
future of dissent in the Soviet Union?

General GRIGORENKO [through interpreter]. When we created the
Ukrainian Helsinki Group, we thought we might exist for only 5
days, but we existed for 5 years. When we came into existence,
nobody in Ukraine knew about us. Today, there are very few who
do not know about us.

When 1 was still in the Soviet Union, we would often receive let-
ters from all parts of Ukraine. A look at the Ukrainian Helsinki
Group, shows its membership was constantly changing, because
people were put in prison, psychiatric asylums, and camps. Then
‘new people joined from different regions of Ukraine. In fact, no vil-
lage in Ukraine lacked representation among the members of the
group. The administration, or Government, only has the power to
further choke. In order to achieve a moral victory, however, the
Government can do nothing. For this, the Government needed a re-
cantation. Yet, although these prisoners were offered freedom in
exchange, over 5 years not one Ukrainian Helsinki Group member
has accepted these offers. :

Andropov’'s KGB assistant General Tsvizun has just writlen an
article in Kommunist in which he brags that the KGB eliminated
the dissident movement. Yet, 6 months ago, he also claimed that no
dissidents existed, but only individual renegades. Now it is that
nonexistent dissident movement they have aguain succeeded in
quashing.

I think it is impossible to crush the awakening of the people. The
Ukrainian Helsinki Group, for example, began with 1& members,
now there are 34. There are some others who are still free, but un-
fortunately we cannot be named now. The KGB has warned that
anybody who announces group membership will be arrested imme-
diately. I do not think this situation will long continue. Among the
people, among the nations, there is growing anger which will rise
to the surface.

Mr. FasceLL. Mrs. Fenwick.

Mrs. FENwick. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I wonder if you could
ask the General if the trials of those who are taken are mentioned
in the press and if the people being tried are identified as members
of the Helsinki Monitoring Group?

General GRIGORENKO [through interpreter]. In the Soviet Union?

Mrs. FENWICK. Yes. :

General GRIGORENKO [through interpreter]. No, the Soviet press
would never state that these people are members of Helsinki
groups. They always call them criminals.

Mrs. FENwick. Criminals, yes, hooligans.

General GRIGORENKO [through interpreter]. The Soviets even
make special accusations of a nonpolitical nature.

Mrs. FENWICK. I see.

General GRIGORENKO [through interpreter]. Criminal charges.

Mrs. FENwick. I thought that would probably be the case but I
wondered how then do the people in Ukraine know about the Hel-
sinki Monitoring Group, how do they get that news around?
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General GRIGORENKO [through interpreter]. The information goes
in this faglion,.behind the head and through this ear. In other
words, it $ first abroad and.then it is broadcast back into the
Soviet Union by radio.

Mrs. FENwICK. And so the radio that we have is useful in that
way.

General GRIGORENKO [through interpreter]. The Western radio
broadcasts are very carefully listened to.

Mrs. FENwick. And very useful, yes.

General GRIGORENKO [through interpreter]. In 1974, I was in my
native village in Ukraine, and they knew better than I did the var-
ious Western radio broadcasts and had graded them according to
which ones were better.

Mrs. FENwick. Which ones were better. Give us a little informa-
tion about that; which ones were better?

General GRIGORENKO [through interpreter]. Maxim Maximovich
Goldberg from BBC World Broadcast Service got a very good grade
for his political commentary.

Mrs. FENwick. I see. One more question, if I may, Mr. Chairman.
Did your group get in touch with other groups, monitoring groups,
in the Soviet Union?

General GRIGORENKO [through interpreter]. Yes, we had contact
at all times. Of course,. the best contact was with the Moscow
Group. The General was the representative of the Ukrainian Hel-
sinki Group in the Moscow Group. The connections were in all di-
rections. We also had contacts with the Lithuanian and the Geor-
gian groups.

Mrs. FENwick. I have particular memory for Mr. Tykhy and Mr.
Rudenko. Have you news of them?

General GRIGORENKO [through interpreter]. Rudenko has just
been transferred to a labor camp in Perm because his wife, Raisa,
was just sent to the.camp where he had been previously. They
didn’t want them to be in the same camp even though they would
be isolated from one another. This is the most heinous KGB oper-
ation in the case of Raisa Rudenko.

_él‘hely wish to silence and frighten the families of imprisoned indi-
viduals.

Mrs. FENwick. And Mr. Tykhy?

General GRIGORENKO [through interpreter]. Tykhy is in the same
camp to which Raisa Rudenko was just sent. He is very ill.

Mrs. FENwick. Is he ill?

General GRIGORENKO [through interpreter]. Yes, extremely ill.

Mrs. FENwick. We must write some more.

General GrIGORENKO [through interpreter]. It is absolutely neces-
sary.

Mrs. FENwick. Could you give us the name of the camp just so
we can know? It is always good to give the name of the camp.

General GRIGORENKO [through interpreter]. We will get that in-
formation for you. :

Mrs. FENwicK. And his first name?

General GRIGORENKO [through interpreter]. I would like to say
something more about Western radio broadcasts. The fact that the
Ukrainian villages give highest grade for political commentaries is
evidence of our constant claim—that the broadcasts are not on the
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highest level. There are many frivolous broadcasts and very few po-
litical ones.

Mr. FascerL. Mr. Ritter?

Mr. Rirter. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. General Grigorenko, you
have opened a subject of some interest to me and that is the com-
munications. Obviously, it is so important since the dissident move-
ment, be it in Ukraine or elsewhere, is gaining its information
through these communications. You have just made the comment
that so often these communications are frivolous. We are having a
controversy here in this country at the present time as to the merit
and the value of our various national broadcasting systems. That is
not the corporate National Broadcasting System, but America’s
broadcasting system.

Could you describe a little bit more what you mean by frivolous
and could you put the Voice of America in context with grading?
And I would hope that you could be as frank as possible because
we are trying to get the best possible system.

General GRIGORENKO [through interpreter]. The Voice of Amer-
ica, 1 will say honestly, is not very sharp. In organizing the radio
broadcasts, they approached them from an American—not a
Soviet—point of view: sensationalism. In the U.S.S.R. people like to
hear broadcasts about themselves. You can repeat this information
a hundred times over, but they only want information about the
current Soviet situation—about Tykhy, Rudenko, about people who
are involved. Often American correspondents don’t even mention
such individuals. But the listeners from Ukraine likes to hear
about his own people.

Mr. RitTeR. General Grigorenko, recently in an interview, Alex-
ander Solzhenitsyn said many of the same things that you are
saying here today. He said that “we ask for bread and they give us
stones.” He said that issues such as the status of working class
people and the lives of working class people in the Soviet Union
was very important for the general population to have some in-
sights into and they couldn’t get those insights in their own media,
obviously.

Solzhenitsyn said, the same is true, with the peasantry who live
on the collective farms or work in agriculture. Their status is not
communicated to the rest of the country. And he also made men-
tion that there was a lack of communication on the general life in
the military and that these conditions were not known outside of
those directly involved.

Do you concur that information in those areas defined toward
Ukraine or toward the Baltics, to other areas of the Soviet Union,
would constitute more bread as opposed to stones?

General GRIGORENKO [through interpreter]. Solzhenitsyn is a
brave writer who also came from the U.S.S.R. He knows life in the
Soviet Union ‘and the themes that he raises are alive. As often as
possible, there should be broadcast about the dissident movement
and about Soviet life.

To illustrate, I will give you a typical incident. When I was still
in the Soviet Union, I was visited by a worker from Donbas. He
knew my address, and he wanted to come and tell me how the mili-
tia had come, like bandits, and taken away his car. I asked him,
“Well, how can I help you?” He said, “I would just as soon spit on
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that car. I would like to hear these curs cursed on Voice of Amer-
ica or BBC.”

I would say that the Soviet Union, totally unrestrained, inun-
dates America with total lies. So the United States has the right,
even the obligation, to tell the truth about the Soviet Union.

Mr. RITTER. Are you saying that our broadcasts, which are basi-
cally Voice of America, are not doing the job that they should be
doing as far as the various peoples of the Soviet Union are con-
cerned?

General GRIGORENKO [through interpreter]. No, I'm not saying
that. The Voice of America, however, does try to soften the truth
somewhat. And that is not necessary.

Mr. Ritter. We have heard recently that the Voice of America
staff have prepared programs for transmission to the Soviet Union
prepared by readers of Solzhenitsyn’s “Gulag,” and these were
taken off the agenda. Are you familiar with that controversy?

General GRIGORENKO [through interpreter]. I don’t know this in-
cident, but if so, it shouldn’t have happened. Such as today’s hear-
ings, if the Voice of America should, for example, broadcast them,
even a condensed version, or details——

Mr. RitTeR. Is there anybody here from the Voice of America? I
would assume that there is a good contingent. Good. Well, you
heard the word. ,

General GRIGORENKO [through interpreter]. The broadcast of this
hearing would elicit very strong interest in the Soviet Union.

Mr. FasceLL. This hearing will be broadcast by many people, but
I think one thing we have to make clear for the record is that this
debate has been going on in the United States for a long time. Basi-
cally, the VOA is supposed to portray life in the United States and
the official positions of the U.S. Government to people abroard. If it
is news, I suppose that they can and do broadcast about events in
the Soviet Union. Such broadcasts, however, are their primary job.

The primary job of Radio Liberty, however, is to try to inform
the Soviet people on what is going on in the Soviet Union—an en-
tirely different proposition. We have been rather careful in the
United States—maybe too much so, but I doubt it—not to mix oil
and water. But as of today, the primary responsibility for telling
the Soviets about the Soviet Union remains the job of Radio Liber-
ty. That is why Radio Liberty broadcasts are so heavily jammed.

S(]’(’ Voice of America operates in an entirely different frame-
work.

General Grigorenko, thank you very much. It is a pleasure to
welcome you here today, and to realize that; although the struggle
for human dignity is desperate and dangerous, the spirit of free-
dom lives on.

General GRIGORENKO [through interpreter]. Thank you.

[Material submitted for the record by General Grigorenko is as
follows:]
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LIST OF PERSONS ARRESTED IN UKRAINE IN L1972

ANTONYUK, Zynoviy -~ engineer-economist-
CHORNOVIL, Vyacheslav -- journalist

DYAK, Volodymyr -

DZYUBA, Ivan -- literary critic, publicist
GLUZMAN, Semen -- psychiatrist

HEL, Ivan -- historian

HUK, Lidiya -~ physician-hygienist

KALYNETS, Ihor -- poet

KALYNETS-STASIV, Iryna -- poet

KHOLODNY, Mykola -=- poet

KOVALENKO, Ivan -- historian, teacher

KUZYUKIN, Volodymyr ~- officer

LISOVY, Vasyl -~ philosopher

LOBKO, Vasyl -- philologist

LUPYNIS, Anatoliy

MARCHENKO, Valeriy -- philologist, tran-:lator
MYKYTKA, Yarcmyr ~- student

OSADCHY, Mykhaylo -- poet, candidate of philological sciences
OVSIYENKO, Vasyl -- teacher

PLAKHOTNYUK, Mykola -- physician-phthisiologist
PLYUSHCH, Leonid -- mathematician

POPADYUK, Zoryan -- student

PRONYUK, Yevhen -- philosopher

PRYTYKA

RAKETSKY, Volodymyr

ROMANYUK, Vasyl -- priest

ROZLUTSKY, B.

RUBAN, Vasyl == poet

RYEZNIKOV, Oleksa -- poet

SELEZNENKO, Leonid -- chemist

SENYK, Iryna -- nurse, poet

SERHIYENKO, Cleksander ~-- museum employee
SEREDNYAK, Lyubov

SHABATURA, Stefaniya -- artist

SHUMUK, Danylo -- permanent prisoner )
SHUKHEVYCH-BEREZINSKY. Yuriy -- permanent prisoner
STROKATOVA Nina ~-- physician-microbiologist

STUS, Vasyl -- poet, philologist

SVERSTYUK, Yevhen -- psychologist, literary critic
SVITLYCHNA, Nadia -- philologist

SVITLYCHNY, Ivan -~ literary critic, poet, translator
TSYTSYK, R.

ZAKHARCHENKO, Vasyl -- writer
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STATEMENT
TO THE PRESIDIUM OF THE SUPREME SOVIET OF THE USSR

From Lev Hryhorovych Lukyanenko
Chernihiv, vul. Rokossovskoho, 41B, kv, 41

In 1961, I was sentenced to death because along with my
friends I had attempted to pose the question of the peaceful
secession of Ukraine from the USSR. The Supreme Court of the
Ukrainian SSR commuted my death sentence to 15 years of imprison-
meft in a strict regime forced labor concentration camp.

The separation of Soviet republics from the USSR does not
contradict Marxist theory on the nationalities question; the
. secession of the Ukrainian SSR from the USSR cannot be regarded
as an anti-Soviet act, since the right to secede is proclaimed
in Article 17 of the Constitution of the USSR; any activity
by an individual (or a group of individuals) aimed at implementing
a constitutional right cannot be considered a erime. All these
are elementary truths of Marxist theory and of Soviet law. In
spite of this, I was convicted and tormented for 15 years in
imprisonment.

For fifteen'years. the organs of repression tried to prove
to me that the constitutional right to secede does not in fact
mean the right to secede, and that, therefore, my aspirations
constituted an attack on the territorial integrity of the Soviet
Union. Because I could not accept this interpretation of the law,
I was subjected to endless humiliations and torture, including
being sent to the Rybinsk psychiatric hospital for the purpose

of having my mental state examined.
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Through the grace of God, I emerged from behind bars with
my soul intact, but there is no freedom in the outside world
eifher.

My jailers handed me over to the militia to be placed
under open surveillance. Under the conditions of this surveil-
lance, I may not leave the city without the militia's permission;
I may not leave my-apartment:frém evening until mornings; I may
not visit the city's hotels, cafes, bars or restaurants; I am
required to report at the militia headquarters every Friday
between the hours of 5 and 6 p.m. WMilitiamen and members of
the People's Voluntary Detachments visit my apartment. They
check up on me at work. This is all part of the official sur-
veillance., But what about the unofficial surveillance, thanks
to which the authorities know my every move? Where does that
end? I am deprived of all privacy in my personal life.

The KGB reads my letters and then uses them to terrorize
members of my family and to turn them against me. For example,
Sr. Lieut. Derenchuk of the KGB showed a letter I had written
to Oskana Meshko protesting the confinement of V. Moroz to the
Serbsky Institute of Forensic Psychiatry to my sister~in-law
Valentyna in the course of investigating who had signed the
protest in question and so frightened her that she fell ill.

The “"privacy" of telephone conversations has reached the
pg&nt where the militia answered a call from Ivan Kandyba to my

..umber and told him derisively that my number (3-39-13) is that
of the militial
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The whole point of this surveillance is to use various
means of harrassment to drive a person to the very vsrge of
being prosecuted for violating the regulations of administrative
surveillance. It is meant to force one to keep checking the
.clock .in order not to arrive late at militia headquarters to
report or when returning home. It is designed to make one
scrutinize everyone one meets in the vain hope of ascertaining
whether or not that person is an informer. By holding a person
in this perpetual state of nervous tension, the authorities
hope to prevent him from becoming involved in public activities,
isolate him and gradually bring him to his knees.

I am no longer young and occasionally I may forget about
a Friday or may not get home on time at 9:30 p.m. This wi}l
serve as sufficient grounds to prolong the surveillance. In
- any case, even without formal reasons, the militia (if the KGB
deems it necessary) will always find a way to justify the con-
tinuation of the surveillance.

When will all this end?

Never. A statute on adminisfrative surveillance issued
by the Presidium of the ‘Supreme ‘Soviet of the USSR on July 26,
1966 -allows the militia to re-impose surveillance for repeated
periods of six 'months up until the date of expiration of a re-
leased prisoner*'s "record of conviction* (sudymist).

According to para. B, Art. 55 of the Criminal Code of the
Ukrainian SSR, my record of conviction will never expire auto-
matically. A court decision. is necessary to lift it. Such a

" court decision is. possible only in the -event that I renounce ‘my
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views. Since I will never renounce my views, my record of con-
viction will remain in force until the day I die. Therefore,
there will always be legal grounds for re-imposing surveil-
lance, and I may never be rid of this wearisome custody. The
prospect of such a life does not attract me in the least.
,6 There are no laws in the Soviet Union barring one from
&orkiné in one‘'s chosen field, but I (as well as most Ukrainian
dissidents) have been denied the opportunity to work in my
chosen profession and forced to earn a living in the most
primitive surroundings.

of my 50 years, ] have spent over eight years in your
army barracks, fifteen years in concentration camp barracks
and prison cells, and now I am spending my second year living
under house arrest.

I love Uxraine more than my own life. When I earned
my first 18-day leave after release from imprisonment, I wanted
to visit Kaniv and bow before the statue of Taras Shevchenko
and to visit the museums of Kiev. But this request was denied
me in order that I might not meet there with other dissidents.
Then I asked for permission to go to Trostyanets and Kachanivka
to admire the famous parks there and to expand my knowledge of
my native land, Again I was refused,thoughl don't know a single
dissident in those places and there was no possibility of any
meetings of that nature.

When I arrived in Druzhkivka one evening for a court
appearance and wished to attend the trial of my close friends

the following day and speak with their families, in the morning,
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two militiamen “invited” me to the local militia station and
detained me there until 11 a.m. and then drove me to Kramatorsk
and put me on a train.

Thus, I am not allowed to see either my friends or the
countryside of my native land. And this is called living?

And this is going to last until my death?
Judging by the latest events, the KGB is preparing
a different future for me.

Two officers of the Chernihiv KGB spent from 11 a.m. to
6 p.m. forcing the presbyter of the Chernihiv Baptist community
(whose church I once visited) to sign a document which ascribed
statements to me that I had never made there.

‘ Of course, 1f the KGB decides to fabricate and ascribe
various anti-Soviet statements to me, it will succeed; if it
wants to put me behind bars once again, it will do so. It has
the ability to do anything, except one thing. It cannot con-
vince me that I am in error, because I am on the side of truth,
Just as Taras Shevchenko was, just as Ivan Franko was, just as
Valentyn Muroz was.

”he prospect of spending the rest of my life working as
an electrician and seeing my country from the confines of one
city, Chernihiv. and, even more so, the prospect of renewed
incarceration strengthen me in my belief that I want much
more from my life and tﬁerefore I

REQUEST
that I be allowed to leave the Soviet Union and live outside

its borders.

August 24, 1977 L. Lukyanenko

90-951 0 - 82 - 4

T R
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A CHRONOLOGICAL LIST OF ARRESTS OF MEMBERS OF THE UKRAINIAN

HELSINKI GROUP

1. TYKHY, Oleksiy Ivanovych -- teacher, born January 31,
1927, Founding member of the UHG. Arrested February &, 1977
in the village of Yizhevka, Donetsk Oblast. Article 62, sec. 2
of the CC UkSSR. Sentence: 10 years of special regime camps
4+ 5 years of exile. Address in camp: 618263, Permskaya obl.,

Chusovskoy r-n, pos. Kuchino, uchr. vS-389/36-1.

2. RUDENKO, Mykola Danylovych -- writer, born December 19,
1920. Leader and founder of the UHG. Arrested February 5, 1977
in Kiev. Article 62, sec. 1 of the CC UkSSR. Sentences:s 7 years
of strict regime camps + 5 years of exile. Address in camp:
431200, Mordovskaya ASSR, Tengushevskiy r-n, pos. Bareshevo,
uchr. ZhKh-385/3-5, Transferred to Permskaya obl. in mid-1981,

3, MARYNOVYCH, Myroslav Frankovych -- engineer, born
January 4, 1949. Founding member of UHGC. Arrested April 23, 1977
in Kiev. Article 62, sec. 1 of the CC UkSSR. Sentence: 7 years
of strict regime camps + 5 years of exile. Address in camp:
618263, Permskaya obl., Chusovskoy r-n, pos. Kuchino, uchr.
vS-389/36-2, Since 1981 in prison: 422950, Tatarskaya ASSR,

g. Chistopol, uchr. UE-148/st-k.
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4. MATUSEVYCH, Mykola Ivanovych -- incomplete higher
gﬁucat%gn (due to expulsion) in history, born July 1¢, 1g47,
Foundiﬁg member of the UHG. Arrested April 23, 1977. Articles
62, sec. 1, 506. sec. 2 of the CC UkSSR. Sentence: 7 years of
striet regime camps + 5 years of exile. Address in camp:
618810, Permskaya obl., Chusovskoy r-n, st. Vsekhsvyatskaya,
uchr. VsS-389/35, On October 5, 1980 transferred to prison:
422950, Tatarskaya ASSR, g. Chistopol, uchr. UE-148/st-4,

5. LUKYANENKO, Lev Hryhorovych -- lawyer, born August 2L,
1928, Pounding member of the UHG. Arrested December 12, 1977
in Chernihiv, Article 62, sec. 2 of the CC UKSSR. Sentence:
10 years of special regime camps + S years of exile. Address
in camp: 618263, Pérmskaya obl., Chusovskoy r-n, pos. Kuchino,
uchr. VS-389/36-1,

6. VINS, Petro Heorhiyovych -- born May 1, 1956, Joined
the UHG in April 1977. Arrested February 15, 1978 in Kiev.
Article 214 of the CC UkSSR. Sentence: 1 year of general
regime camp. Address in camp: Rivenska obl., later ~- Sumska obl.

Living in emigration in the United States since June 1979,

7. Z2ISELS, Yosyf Samuyilovych -- television studio
engineer, born December 2, 1946, Joined the UHG in 1977.
Arrested December 8, 1978 in Chernivtsi. Article 187-1 of
the CC UkSSR. Sentence: 3 years of general regime camps.
Address in camps 275000, m. Sokyryany, Chernivetska obl.,
ust. RCh-328/67.
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8. OVSIYENKO, Vasyl Vasylyovych -- teacher of Ukrainian
language, born 1949, Joined the UHG in March 1977. Arrested
February 8, 1979 in the village of Lenino, Radomyshlskyi r-n,
Zhytomyr obl. Article 188-1, sec. 2 of the CC UkSSR. Sentence:
3 years of strict regime camps. Address in camp: 332006,
2aporizka obl., m. Volnyansk, ust. YaYa-310/55-3=-20.

9. -BERDNYK, Oleksander Pavlovych -- science fiction
writer, born November 25, 1927. Founding member of the UHG.
Arrested March 6, 1979 in Kiev. Article 62, sec. 1 of the
CC UKSSR. Sentence: 6 yegrs of special regime camps + 3 years
of exile. Address in camp: 618263, Permskaya obl., Chusovskoy
r-n, pos. Kuchino, uchr. vs-389/36.

10. MELNYK, Mykhaylo Spyrydonovych -- historian, born
nﬁrch 14, 1944, Began working in the‘UHG in 1978. During a
search on Margh 6, 1979, the KGB confiscated 15 files of various
materials (articles, oopied passages, poems etc.). As a result,
on March 9, 1979 he committed guicide in the village of Pohreby

near Kiev.

11. SICHKO, Vasyl Petrovych -- student; born December 22,
1956, Joined the UHG in April 1977. Arrested July 5, 1979 in
the village of Dolyna, Ivano-Frankivsk Oblast. Article 187-1 of
the CC UkSSR. Sentence: 3 years of reinforced regime‘camps.

Address in camp: 257000, m. Cherkasy, ust. ECh-325/62-52.




12, SICHKO, Petro Vasylyovych -- economist, born August 18,

1926, Joined the UHG in April 1977. Arrested July 5, 1979 in
the village of Dolyna, Ivano-Frankivsk Oblast. Article 187-1
of the CC UkSSR. Sentence: 3 years of strict regime camps.
Address in camp: Voroshylovhradska cbl., m. Bryanka, ust.

UL-314/11=-3,

13, LYTVYN, Yuriy Tymonovych == worker, born in 1934,
Joined the UHG in Dscember 1977. Arrested August 6, 1979.
Article 188-1 of the CC UkSSR. Sentence:s 3 years of strict
regime camps. Address in éampn Kiev obl., m. Bucha, ust.

YuA-45/85,

14, HORBAL, Mykola Andriyovych ~- composer and poet,
born May 6, 1941. Joined the UHG in 1978. Arrested October 23,
1979 in Kiev. Articles 117, 188 of the CC UkSSR. Sentence:
5 years of strict regime camps. Address in campy 292222,

Mykolayiveka obl., 5. Olshanske, ust. IN-316/53-8-81,

15. STRILTSIV, Vasyl Stepanovych =-- teacher of English,
born January 13, 1929. Joined the UHG in April 1977. Arrested
October 25, 1979 in the village of Dolyna, Ivano-Prankivsk Oblast.
Article 196 of the CC UKSSR. Sentence: 2 years of strict regime
camps. Addrees in camp: 315040, Poltavska obl., p/v Bozhkave,
ust. OP-317/16-21,
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16. ROZUMNY, Petro Pavlovych -- teacher of English,
born March 7, 1926, Joined the UHG in October 1979. Arrested
October 19, 1979 in Dnipropetrovsk. Article 222 of the CC UkKSSR.
Sentence: 3 years of general regime camps. Address in camp:"

m. Nikopol, Dnipropetrovska obl. Released early.

17. KALYNYCHENKO, Vitaliy Vasylyovych -- engineer, born
in 1939. Joined the UHG in November 1977. Arrested November 29,
1979 in the village of Vasylkivka, Dnipropetrovsk Oblast.
Article 62, sec. 2 of the CC UKSSR. Sentences 10 years of special
regime camps + 5 years of exile. Address in camps 618263,

Permskaya obl., Chusovskoy r-n, pos. Kuchino, uchr. vs-389/36-1,

18. LESIV, Yaroslav Vasylyovych -- physical education
teacher, born in 1945. Joined the UHG in September 1979. Arrested
November 15, 1979 in the village of Bolekhiv, Ivano-Frankivsk Obl.
Article 229 of the CC UkSSR. Sentence:s 2 years of general regime
camps. Address in camp: 205452, Rivenska obl., Sarnynskyi r-n,
ust. OR-318/46-15.

19. HEYKO-MATUSEVYCH, Olha Dmytrivna -- Czech philology,
born September 9, 1953. Joined the UHG in April 1977. Arrested
March 12, 1980 in Kiev. Article 187-1 of the CC UkSSR. Sentence:
3 years of‘general regime camps. Address in campi 270059,

m. Odessa-59, ust. YuH-311/74-3-6.
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20. KRASIVSKY, Zynoviy Mykhaylovych -- philologist, poet,
born November 12, 1929, Joined the UHC in October 1979. Arrested
March 12, 1980 in Morshyn, Lviv Oblast. Articles 56, 62, 64 of
the CC UkSSR. Sentence: 8 months of strict regime camps + 5§
years of exile (completing a previous sentence). Address in
camp: Perm-36, since November 1980 in exile: 626236, Tyumenskaya

obl., Khanty-Mansinskiy r-n, pos. Lugovoy, obshchezhitiye.

21, CHORNOVIL, Vyacheslav Maksymovych -- journalist,
bqrn December 24, 1937. Jolned the UHG in October 1979. Arrested
Jue 8, 1980 while in exile in Yakutiya. Article 117 (15) of
the CC'RSFSR. Sentence: 5 years of strict regime camps,
Address in camp: Yakutskaya ASSR, pos. Tabaga, uchr. YaD-40/7.

22. SOKULSKY, Ivan Hryhorovych -- journalist, poet, born
in 1940. Joined the.UHG in October 1979, Arrested April 11,
1980 in Dnipropetrovsk. Article 62, sec. 2 of the CC UkSSR.
Sentence: 10 years of special regime camps + 5 years of exile.
Address in camps 618263, Permskaya obl., Chusovskoy r-n, pos.

Kuchino, uchr. VsS-389/36-1.

23. STUS, Vasyl Semenovych -- poet, born January 8, 1938,
Joined the UHG in October 1979. Arrested May 13, 1980. Article
62, sec. 2 of the CC UKSSR. Sentence: 10 years of special regime

camps + 5 years of exile. Address in camps 618263, Permskaya obl.,

Chusovskoy r-n, pos. Kuchino, uchr. VS-389/36-1.,
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24, MESHKO, Oksana Yakivna -- incomplete degree in biology,
born January 30, 1905. Founding member and after the arrest of
others the leader of the UHG. Arrested October 14, 1980. Article
62, sec. 1 of the CC UkSSR. Sentence: 6 months of strict regime
+ 5 years of exile. Address in exiles 682080, Khabarovskiy krai,

Ayano-Maevskiy r-n, s. Ayan, ul. Vostrevtsova, 18.

25, KANDYBA, Ivan Oleksiyovych -- lawyer, born July 7,
1930. Founding member of the UHG. Arrested March 24, 1981 in
the village of Pustomyty, Lviv Oblast. Article 62, sec, 2 of
the CC UKSSR. Sentence: 10 years of special regime camps +
6 vears of exile. Address in camps 618263, Permskaya obl.,

Chasovskoy r-n, pos. Kuchino, uchr. vsS-389/36-1.,
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DECLARATION
ON THE PUBLIC'S RIGHT TO MONITOR THE COMPLIANCE WITH THE HELSINKI
FINAL ACT AND THE INADMISSIBILITY OF CRIMINAL AND ADMINISTRATIVE
REPRISALS FOR PARTICIPATION IN SUCH MONITORING

Proceeding from the fact that the entire population of
the earth, and especlally small peoples and nations, have a stake

in peace and security;

Taking into account that the Helsinki Final Act,
which was signed By the governments of all European countries,
Canada, and the United States with exactly that purpose ir mind,
can reliably serve that purpose only if there is a complete and

unequivocal cempliance with all of its claims;

Bearing in mind that, on the one hand, the said Act
does not contain any secret clauses or secret appendices, which
cr:ates favorable conditiens for it to be monitored by persons
sutside the state apparatus, and, on the other hand, that it charges
the participants with so many responsibilities that it is simply
impessible to monitor its implementation without broad public

participation;

Noting that the forms of such public participation have
already been discovered through grass-roots initiative and the

creation of the so-called Helsinki Watch Groups;

Taking into conseideration that government
authorities in most countries do not facilitate the development
of that initiative, while impeding its development in some countries

through the use of harsh criminal and administrative reprisals
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against the participants in Helsinki Watch Groups and members
of their familiesy . !

The Madrid Conference of countries that have signed the

Helsinki Final Act considers it necessary to declare the following:

1. All citizens of the countries which participated in the
Helsinki Conference on European security and cooperation, regard-
less of their race, sex, ethnic origin, and religious or party
affiliation, have the right and are urged to (through their per-
sonal initiative, on a non-partisan basis and without special
pe.mission from the state apparatus) monitor the compliance of
the Pinal Act and bring the findings of such monitoring to the
attention of their own government, as well as that of any other
participating countfy, all or individual Helsinki Watch Groups,
both inside and outside the country, and also, at their discretion,

-~ t0o publicize the docﬁments of Helsinki Groups widely, through

any means, and regardless of national frontiers.

2. The governments of the countries participating in the
Helsinki Conference on European security and cooperation, or any
..agencies .of those governments, do not have the right to subject
citizens of their countries to criminal or administrative perse~
cution for their personal participation in the monitoring of the
Pinal Act or for being members of the monitors' families. 1In
_.accordance with this,.all governments of the countries participa-
~ting in the Helsinki Conference on European security and coopera~-
tion have-an immediate o bl i ga t i on to release from

imprisonment and return from internal exile and forced .emigration
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all members of Helsinki Watch Groups and associated committees,
commissions, editorial boards and writers' groups, as well as
individual writers; to investigate all violations of the Final
Act uncovered by Helsinki Groups and eliminate those violationsy

to declare a universal political amnesty.

3. In the future,'the governmenté of the participating
countries will be responsible to investigate all violations of
the Act uncovered by Helsinki Groups immediately and take

immediate steps for their elimination.

The participating states will establish, on the basis of
parity, an intergovernmental monitoring body to be charged with
the responsibility.for investigating those violations of the Act
which are uncovered by the public monitoring groups, but are not

eliminated by the violator state.
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Mr. FasceLL. Thank you. Now, our next witness.

Mr. RItTER. It gives me.great pleasure to introduce our second
witness, Myroslaw Smorodsky, Esq. Myroslaw Smorodsky is a
Ukrainian-American human rights activist and practicing attorney
from Rutherford, N.J. He was a public member of the U.S. delega-
tion to the Madrid Conference on Security and Cooperation in
Europe, and will give us his update.

Mr. FasceLL. Let me add my welcome also. I'm delighted to see
you again. I enjoyed working with you in Madrid.

STATEMENT OF MYROSLAW SMORODSKY, ESQ.

Mr. SMoroDskY. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, Commissioners. It is
indeed an honor for me to be here today. As a public member of
the U.S. delegation to the Madrid Conference, I had the opportuni-
ty, over a 6-week period, to work closely with many members of the
Commission and its staff. I'd like to take this opportunity to thank
the Commission and its staff for their cooperation, assistance, and
on many occasions guidance during my tenure in Madrid. I would
also like to commend you for your high degree of competence and
insight, and for your sensitivity to the many intricate issues of the
Helsinki process. I say this not only on behalf of myself, but, I am
sure, on behalf of all the public members, as well as many nongo-
vernmental organizations who attended the first phase of the
Madrid Conference.

The purpose of these hearings is to commemorate, in a construc-
tive manner, the fifth anniversary of the founding of the Ukraini-
an Helsinki Watch Group. I do not intend to discuss in extensive
detail the activities of the Ukrainian Group or its persecution by
Moscow. These facts have been very carefully documented by the
Commission over the years. What I would like to do is to examine
some of the foreign policy implications for the United States of the
repressive policies of the Soviet Government toward the Ukrainian
Helsinki Group and the issues it represents.

As you know, and as you stated in your opening remarks, the
Ukrainian Helsinki Group was founded on November 9, 1976 in
Kiev, the capital of Ukraine, by 10 individuals who undertook to
examine the Soviet Union’s compliance with the principles enunci-
ated in.the Helsinki accords. Within 1 year of the creation of the
group, five of its founding members were arrested and convicted for
alleged “anti-Soviet activities”’; their crime, specifically, creating
and participating in a:Helsinki Watch Group. Despite Moscow’s at-
tempt to repress the existence and activity of the Ukrainian Group,
there was a continual and steady influx of new members into the
organization. Between 1977 and 1979 the membership of the Ukrai-
nian Helsinki Group increased over threefold.

In 1979, the Soviet Government’s response to the expansion of
the membership of the Ukrainian Group took a new and acceler-
ated turn. A new wave of arrests occurred, but unlike the earlier
arrest for anti-Soviet activities, many of the new members arrested
in 1979 and 1980 were charged with common criminal behavior.

This new approach utilized by the Soviet regime to eliminate po-
litical dissent clearly indicates that the Soviet Government has
become sensitive to the fact that previous tactics of arresting dissi-
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dents for anti-Soviet agitation and propaganda or for siandering
the state was a very thinly veiled facade for the true purpose of
persecution—to restrain individuals from exercising their basic
human and political rights.

As of this date, all of the Ukrainian Helsinki monitors have been
imprisoned, incarcerated in “hard regime” labor camps or exiled.

Mr. FascerL. Let me interrupt you there and say we'll go vote
and we will come right back. QK?

Mr. Smoropsky. No problem.

Mr. FascerL. We'll take an informal recess.

[Brief recess.]

Mr. FasceLL. OK, why don’t you continue, please.

Mr. Smoropsky. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Before we broke for
the rollcall vote, I very briefly analyzed in a very synoptic manner
the recent repression of the Ukrainian Helsinki Group. At this

oint one must ask why is a government as strong as that of the
goviet Union so fearful of a small handful of men and women who
have the courage to advocate their exercise of human rights pro-
tected by the Helsinki accords. Why did Ambassador lichev so vi-
ciously attack the U.S. Ambassador, Max Kampelman, for raising
the issue of the fate of the Helsinki monitors at the plenary session
of the Madrid Conference?

I submit that the persecution of the Helsinki monitoring groups
1s more than a governmental persecution of a group of individuals
who are exercising their “right to know and act upon their rights.”
The creation, existence, and persecution of the Helsinki group in
the Ukraine and of similar groups in other Soviet Republics is a
historical reflection of the basic nature and internal contradiction
of the Soviet Union—that which is called the nationalities issue.

We must recognize one basic truth—the Soviet Union is not a ho-
mogeneous monolith. To the contrary, it is a forced amalgam of nu-
merous nations and ethnic and racial groups. Moreover, Soviet ex-
pansionism is not a new phenomenon on the historical scene, but is
merely a further extension of czarist political tradition. As such,
the nationalities issue in the U.S.S.R. is an historically permanent
operating factor. It is an integral part of Soviet domestic and for-
eign political processes. It plays a pivotal role in shaping such di-
verse Soviet policies as capital and labor allocations, energy and de-
fense spending, military conscription as well as East-West and
Sino-Soviet relations.

The cement that has been used by Moscow over the centuries to
keep its hegemony intact has been a centralized chauvinism known
as Russification. Under this policy, Moscow has attempted to eradi-
cate various nations and racial groups in the hope that eventually
a synthetic “‘Soviet nation” would develop thus crystallizing its
empire stretching over half the globe. Any germination of thought
that would possibly challenge such a crystallization is and was
sought to be eradicated at all cost by the central government.

The creation of the Helsinki Monitoring Groups within the
Soviet Union was viewed by Moscow as one of the catalysts that
could erode the cement of its empire.

Within a short time of the signing of the accords, the five Helsin-
ki groups developed independently of each other in five national re-
publics of the U.S.S.R.: Russia, Ukraine, Lithuania, Armenia, Geor-
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gia. The groups encompassed various types of political activists and
intellectuals including philosophers, artists, religious believers
(Christians, Jews, and Moslems) and workers and labor activists.
The common demoninator in all these groups was their belief that
the rights protected by the Helsinki accords had universal applica-
tion.

In addition, a primary thrust of all the monitoring groups was
the recognition of the right of national and ethnic groups to main-
tain and develop their cultural and political identity. This was pri-
marily true of the Ukrainian group which in its published docu-
ments challenged Moscow’s attempts to obliterate the cultural, in-
tellectual and political development of the Ukrainian people.

Thus, clearly, the Kremlin felt that such ideas and activity were
totally contrary to their geopolitical interests and policies of Russi-
fication and that such expression had to be suppressed.

At the present, despite the attempted eradication of the Helsinki
groups, the nationalities issue in the U.S.S.R. is more alive than
ever. Because of the international spotlight on the CSCE process,
the Helsinki groups were the most visible evidence of the underly-
ing attitudes of the various peoples within the U.S.S.R. Demo-
graphically, the populations of national and ethnic minorities has
increased at a faster pace than that of the previously dominant
Russian population, which is rapidly becoming the minority. Histo-
ry has shown that in spite of centuries of Russification, the polar-
ization of non-Russian nations along national and ethnic lines in-
creased faster than their assimilation into a new “‘Soviet nation”
based exclusively on Russian norms.

Moscow’s argument that national and ethnic differences would
disappear as economic progress increased has not been realized. In
fact, the exact opposite has occurred. The need for greater econom-
ic decentralization, which is required for economic effectiveness,
has generated pressure for national economic development of the
republics.

Within the past 10 years, numerous spontaneous demonstrations
of discontent occurred in Ukraine. In 1972, demonstrations against
deteriorating economic conditions occurred in several industrial
centers. In 1977-78, a coal miner, Klebanov, attempted to create a
free trade union in Donetsk—the primary coal mining region in
Ukraine. His attempt to mobilize coal miners throughout Ukraine
was proximately related to the deterioration of that industry in
Ukraine and the inequitable allocation by Moscow of capital and
labor to that republic.

In 1981, numerous strikes occurred in Kiev, Donbas, and Ivano-
Frankivsk. The demonstrators were demanding both socio-economic
rights as well as national and cultural rights.

We must understand the geopolitical consequence of these move-
ments in .Ukraine and the territorial proximity of these events to
Poland. Although the Polish experience has its own origins, it will
necessarily have an important psychological impact upon the na-
tions of the U.S.S.R., particularly the Ukrainians.

A leading Polish dissident has said, “The Ukrainian question, as
far as-we Poles are concerned, is the most important question in
Europe.”
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What does all of this mean in the formulation of an effective,
countervailing U.S. policy toward the Soviet Union? Thus far,
American strategy has been based on the presumption that its

olicy toward the U.S.S.R. should be a reaction to exclusively
goviet initiatives. The policy of “containment,” which was adopted
after World War II, continues 35 years later to serve as the basis of
our strategy toward the Soviet Union. Thus, Soviet geopolitical and
ideological expansionism is to be resisted in the hope that internal
forces within the Soviet Union will lead to a “mellowing” of Soviet
power. This policy specifically disallows any affirmative action by
the United States to exploit or capitalize on indemnic Soviet weak-
nesses.

The failure of containment has been acknowledged by its author,
George Kennan, who projected that no more than 10-15 ears
would be required under that policy before Soviet power ‘‘mel-
lowed.” After 35 years, however, that policy has failed to halt
Soviet-sponsored terrorism and so-called “wars of national liber-
ation” in the Third World. It has failed to halt the expansion of
Soviet hegemony, directly or by proxy, into Africa, the Middle East,
Central Asia, the Far East, and Latin America.

What I am suggesting, ladies and gentlemen, is that we realine
in a positive, affirmative manner our strategy toward the threat
posed by Moscow. Our policy must be directed at something much
more than increased military spending. After all, we were supreme
in this area at the very time that “containment” was conceived 35
years ago. I submit that the cornerstone of the new strategy must
be the vital issues of national and human rights within the Soviet
Union itself.

The recent State Department memorandum on the role of
human rights in American foreign policy is a welcome develop-
ment. However, that memorandum is inadequate to sustain a work-
able policy toward the Soviet Union because it overlooks the rights
of various nations and ethnic groups constituting the U.S.S.R. By
this omission it fails to recognize the utility of the single most
potent moving force in history. Can national and ethnic rights be a
concept that is enveloping the world but which stops abruptly at
Soviet borders?

It is incredible that the peoples of the Third World have not un-
derstood the fact that Russian rule within the U.S.S.R. extends
over more than one-third of the total territory of Asia. A genera-
tion ago it came as a surprise to most people to learn that there
were more Turks in the Soviet Union than in Turkey, and more
Moslems than in the United Arab Republic. And this was before,
mind you, the demography of the Soviet Union shifted in favor of
the non-Russian population. Libya’s el-Quadhafi, Iraq’s Hussein,
and Syria’s Al-Assad would do well in reviewing Soviet policies
toward the Moslem nations of the U.S.S.R. Fortunately for the
Middle East, for Israel and for the United States, the late Presi-
dent Sadat was intimately familiar with this reality and his actions
toward the Soviet Union reflected it.

We must understand that by depriving nations and ethnic groups
within the Soviet Union of the rights to cultural and political self-
expression as well as by repressing the human rights of individ-
- uals, the Soviet Government has been able to sustain itself as a
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global super power that threatens world peace. We, therefore, can
and should emphasize the conditions of human rights within the
Soviet Union in their individual and collective expression as na-
tional and cultural self-determination.

By. emphasizing Soviet violations in such areas, the United
States would accentuate the Soviet system’s weaknesses in the in-
ternational ideological arena. Such a reorientation of our policy
toward the Soviet Union, I submit, would offer a conceptual and
moral counterweight to the Soviet system of power. It would
counter the Soviet strategy of enticing Western Europe’s bilateral
economic dependency upon the U.SS.R. It would counter the
%rerlndlin’s so-called “wars of national liberation” in the Third

orld.
By emphasizing Soviet violations of not only the individual rights

but also such rights as national and ethnic rights, the United
States would bring attention and support to indigenous movements
within the Soviet Bloc that are desperately challenging an uncom-
promising colonialism. In the process, we would implement a phi-
losophy that is universally accepted and in accord with American
‘political and social thought. Paradoxically, the Soviet Union has
proclaimed itself to be the champion of this philosophy—we must
show the world that it is not.

Thank you.

. Mr. FascerL. Thank you very much, Mr. Smorodsky. That is a
very thorough and cogent critique of foreign policy and one that I
think is very important. Incidentally, I might say that I agree with
you 100 percent.

I gather that what you are stating is that the policy which you
have outlined as a good policy could also be supported within the
context of the C.S.C.E. framework.

Mr. SmoropskyY. That’s correct, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. FasceLL. As a matter of fact, I gather you feel that’s where
it ought to start first.

Mr. Smoropsky. Well, the C.S.C.E. is probably the only forum
where American foreign policy is presently being expressed at
which the issue of individual and national rights has come to the
foreground. If -we take a look at the development and progression
of the C.S.C.E. process from Helsinki, to Belgrade, now to Madrid,
we can see that we have increased our attention to the issues of
individual and human rights. In Belgrade, the United States was
the only country emphasizing individual rights. In Madrid, this
U.S. emphasis increased substantially; I think primarily due to the
work of this Commission in the interim. In Madrid, not only the
United States but other Western allies also discussed the issue of
individual rights.

1 know the Commission’s feeling on the issue of national rights
and I applaud it. I would like to see it emphasized see in the
future. The C.S.C.E. process is—I am going to limit myself to the
C.S.C.E. process as a modality of expression of this new form of em-
phasis in foreign policy—an opportunity where this new policy
could be put into practice.

We are faced in Madrid with an ongoing discussion of new pro-
posals. There is tabled a proposal on CBM’s which we are negotiat-
ing with the opposition. We also have tabled our own positive pro-
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posal for an experts meeting on human rights. In my opinion the
nationalities issue can be further advanced within C.S.C.E. modal-
ity if we make it clear that establishment of an experts meeting on
human rights is our bottom line; that the U.S. will not accept any
type of disarmament C.B.M. conference, without corresponding bal-
ance in the development of'the Helsinki process, specifically in the
area of human rights. If we do have an experts meeting on individ-
ual rights, that conference, or experts meeting must include discus-
sion of the issue of national and ethnic right and also the rights of
self-determination of nations. Additionally, if and when there
should be a followup meeting after Madrid, those issues must also
be discussed during the review of implementation stage.

I also think we have a responsibility to bring up the issue of na-
tional rights within the bilateral meetings which we have with the
NATO allies and with the EC-10 to make sure that they also follow
the United States’ lead in supporting the discussion of national
rights.

There are a variety of other ways in which the C.S.C.E. can
pursue a new foreign policy approach, one of which is conducting
hearings of this nature where the issue of national rights comes to
the foreground and to publish these discussions.

I recently had the opportunity to read the President’s Semiannu-
al Report on the C.S.C.E. process. I note that within this report the
section on cultural and national self-expression, better known as
Principle 8, is limited to one paragraph. I would respectfully sug-
gest that our State Department increase the emphasis on these
particular areas, especially national rights.

Mr. FasceLL. I certainly agree with that. It seems to me also,
very simply we just cannot let the Soviet Union continue to do
what they have been doing since World War II, and maybe before
- that, which is to have their cake and eat it too. In other words, the
Soviets have taken the position that they can go anywhere in the
world and do anything they want and call it a War for National
Liberation or the ‘Working Man’s Revolution, or whatever they
want to call it, and that’s not interference, that’s just good politics.
-But if you talk about anything else that affects them, then immedi-
ately they start screaming about internal interference. But they in-
terfere with everybody all over the world.

Mr. SmoroDskY. I understand that.

Mr. FasceLL. We just can’t let them get away with that.

Mr. SmoroDsKY. I'd like to make just one closing remark. What 1
am trying to suggest is a reorientation based on national and
ethnic rights. I think it is not only the right thing to do, because
these rights are protected by the Helsinki accords and other inter-
national agreements, but simply put, it is also in the U.S. national
interest.

Mr. FasceLL. Mrs. Fenwick.

Mrs. FENwick. Yes, I think that is a very important point that
we haven’t heard enough about. The Soviet Union is an empire and
we don’t say that often enough either. Speaking of colonies and
speaking of empires, as I think you have written here, one-third of
all Asia, an enormous continent forms the Empire. The people are
completely separated in every kind of cultural and national way.
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They have nothing to do with the people who live in Russia